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been an opinion that had not at one time a very 
enormous and educated majority against it. Even 
such Christians as are subject to spasms of intelli
gent thinking might reflect that at one time Christ
ianity was in an apparently hopeless minority, and 
also that if a vote had been taken in the sixteenth 
century it would have swept Protestantism off the 
face of the earth. In the financial world titles and 
the names of those enjoying social distinctions are 
valuable assets on the directorates of bubble com
panies. In religion the names of eminent men are 
equally valuable as the equivalents of financial 
“  guinea pigs.”  In all directions great names are 
used by knaves to impose upon fools.

V ie w s and Opinions.

A<lV:R is in g  God.
'T'ways
%pid

in the front rank when something inherently
is required, the Morning Post for February 25

of tf a C0UPie °f columns on one of the best pages 
1, issue to a rubbishy sort of a book published 
ft le Christian Evidence Society. The book pro-

drjSSL's to give the views on religion of over two hun 
11

'°°k and don’t intend to waste time-
tlî > ^eD°ws of the Royal Society

d°ing so. I am, I hope, always ready to listen

I haven’t read 
or 1 2S. 6d.

kith
or respectful attention to either eminent scientists 

ôcai- dustmen when they are talking about

y
ls ^kEen they are speaking where their knowledge

file-

««1 *
c a statement of scientific fact or scien-

heory, but a mere statement of a mental atti-

t VI VV11CU LUC-y aiL. ain ûv
uugs in which they specialize, and «about which 

hilt' ’!’ay ri^fitly claim to know more than I do.

aiuT1Ua1’ and that knowledge is equal to zero, their 
disappears altogether. Then we are not

tie

stU(il 3llf  ̂ their confessions are of value only to the 
pr e,lt °f the ebb and flow of mass opinion or the 
•lei ri .ee °f psycho-pathological states. A  genu- 
ifepj. scientific enquiry, or even a genuinely intelli- 
s°ei- 1°llclllir3r, intended to be of use to the student of 
as 'I Psychology would take the replies in cases such 
h,ln a>Se tabulated, and read them in the light of a 
s0cj". of the early training and educational and 
Coua environmcnt of those questioned. Put that, of 
it \VfSC’ *s n°t the aim of the enquiry; and if it were 
^  n°t be of the least interest to the really un- 
cat[..;«e«  Public for which the Morning Post mainly 
of he object of the book is to provide a kind

are ‘ lless with regard to religious beliefs. If they 
of r ’jpPbled with doubts about the truth or the utility 
6tlfin 1S’ 10n Diey are asked to consider the number of 
life Cnt nien wk ° still believe in a God or a future 

then to doze again. It is never likely to 
upon this class that the truth of an opinion can 

settled by a vote, or that there has never yet^vei be ?

* * *

T ryin g it Both W ays.

When it has been said by Freethinkers that science 
was opposed to religion, and gave no evidence what
ever for the existence of a God or a soul, the reply 
was to ask whether one expected to find the soul in 
a test tube, or God in a chemical formula? That 
reply was considered impressive by most of the cham
pions of theology. To-day men like Jeans and Ed
dington, with many lesser lights, try to make it 
clear— by making the water just a little muddier 
than it was— that science cannot express an opinion 
on God because the realm of religion is one to which 
scientific tests do not apply. But if you cannot find 
God in a test tube, and if the sphere of religion lies 
outside science, what is the use of quoting scientists, 
as scientists, on behalf of the reality of God and the 
soul ? Of course, no sensible person ever thought 
you could find an idea imbedded in a test tube, and 
it is not a bad sample of the religious type of mind 
that such an assumption should have been attri
buted to the unbeliever. On the other hand, it is 
emphatically not true that the sphere of religion lies 
outside science or that it is beyond the reach of 
scientific method. Whether we regard religion as 
being purely psychological or socio-p>sychological 
it still falls within the scope of science. In any case 
you cannot reasonably throw out the search of a test 
tube for God as irrelevant, and then take the testi
mony of a worker with test tubes as decisive, or rule 
religion as being outside science and then cite science 
as evidence for the existence of a soul. There should 
be a trace of consistency even with religious 
stupidity.

But one striking thing about these figures, selected 
for the most part, I have not the slightest doubt, 
from a fairly “ safe”  list of possibles, is the strikingly 
large show of declarations against religion, and in 
this country w-here public men are generally afraid 
to express their disbelief this is noteworthy. Thus a 
question is asked, “ Do you credit the existence of a 
spiritual domain.”  Of course, “  spiritual domain ”  
may mean anything from the world of imponderable
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forces with which science juggles, to the ghostland 
of the spook-hunting spiritualist, but to even this 
question, out of the 200 answers, no less than 58 
are either doubtful or negative. Whether science 
rejects (not whether it supports) the belief in a 
personal God 103 answer it does not, while 97 
answer no or are doubtful. Whether the belief in 
evolution is compatible with belief in a Creator 121 
say it is, while 79 are doubtful or say, no. And 
what is meant in each case by “  Creator ”  is not 
stated. The authors of the book are too artful to en
quire. Finally, to the question whether late develop
ments of science are favourable to religion 126 shy 
either it is not or they are very doubtful about it. 
Even on a vote it looks as though religion is rapidly 
losing ground.

* * *

A  Suggestion.

The Churches have a great many methods of con
ducting the advertising side of their business. First, 
they write their own testimonials and quote them as 
quite conclusive evidence. It is hardly ever noted 
that the testimonies to the super-excellence of Christ
ianity are nearly always written by Christians, mostly 
by parsons, and they are as convincing, to anyone 
with moderate intelligence, as the praises that a 
commercial traveller sings of his goods. Then the 
Churches supply reports of their excellent work to 
newspaper men, and afterwards reprint them as un
biased and unasked for testimonies to their work. This 
plan was worked very assiduously by the Salvation 
Army, one of their active publicity agents being the 
late Harold Begbie. Nearly all the newspaper reports 
of the Churches and Chapels that appear in the papers 
as though they were independent accounts owe their 
origin to these pious publicity committees. They are 
as unsolicited as are the photographs of cabinet 
ministers stroking their favourite cat in the back 
garden. But this testimony of scientists to religion 
might be better worked. I suggest they should be 
prepared in this way : —

Professor -----  w rites: “  I cannot say how much
my work on the nature of cancer has been helped by 
my belief in the purposeful nature of living matter. 
It seems to me that a disease such as cancer, so diffi
cult to diagnose, and, once established so difficult to 
cure, points to the persistent efforts of an intelligent 
power ever on the watch to overcome the puny efforts 
of man to frustrate the purpose of an Almighty 
power.”

The celebrated alienist, Dr. ----- , gives it as his
considered opinion : “  Nothing has .so impressed me 
with a belief in the incurable religious nature of man 
than the fact that in not a single case of lunacy have 
I discovered the instinct of religion absent. I have 
seen men who in their sad state have become a 
danger to all that were once nearest and dearest to 
them, who have doubted the most obvious of facts, 
and have seemed deaf to the plainest dictates of com
mon sense. But never do they show themselves ob
livious to the existence of a God. Even idiots never 
seem to lack this faith.”

The Astronomer Royal says : “  My years of re
search into the depths of stellar space, and my 
detailed survey of stellar and planetary bodies, have 
convinced me that they bear none of the usual marks 
which can be attributed to any intelligence known to 
us, or even conceivable by us. I am therefore com
pelled to believe in a supreme intelligence as the cause 
of all we see.”

Professor -----  the eminent biologist, says: “  As
the most famous biologist in England I may truth
fully say that in no part of my work have I ever come

across a form of living matter that was not the 
duct of pre-existing conditions. I am also qudc ^  
vinced that every bio-chemist of standing ifl 
country is convinced that the secret of the produc 
of living matter is to be found in the field 
their peculiar province. It is this that make8 
convinced that there is a Power of which we k̂  
nothing, and of the nature of which we have no  ̂
ception, which is the source of all forms of ltfe

c0fl"

til'15
a Professor of applied psychology in one 
leading Universities writes: ‘ ‘Psychology is rap1, 
assuming the form of an exact science, and

Psychology provides the same testimony.

methods by which this advance has been made B 
method that is common to all the sciences. I t JS

the
tr«e

lUrs“ealso that the psychologists of every school P'- j, 
their studies without the least reference to the 50 ̂  
and the further the methods of science carries as,
more psychologists dispense with its existence, 
the more difficult it is to find some known fu"cl

tbe
a»*1
0

to
for it to perform. It is these facts which suppk.^
me the unshakable conviction that it is in the c-,
ence of a ‘ soul ’ that we find the line of demarca 
between man and the animal world.”

fio"

I am certain that if the Morning Post will 
these opinions, its readers will find them as ifltc j 
gent, and as comforting as anything it has yet is5'1 
on the relations between science and religion. 
give it full permission to re-publish without the Ier 
acknowledgment.

Chapman C oiffé

How the Clergy Ban Books-

“ Milling mallecho, this means mischief.”
Shakespeare^

“ Hebrew mythology contains things which are l’1’ 
insulting and injurious.”—/. A. Fremde.

“ The ‘ Zolaism ’ of the Christian Bible is far 
pernicious than the ‘ Zolaism ’ of fiction.”—G. W- F°°

T he clergy, of whom there are forty thousand io ^ ,
tit»
0

country, are past masters at stifling or circumved 
any movement likely to prove in any way dangel°'„

ad"'
schools were initiated by ordinary lay-citizens

--------- -------- — --J ...
to their sorry profession. The original Sur"1'.,

nt»

the sole idea of imparting real education on the o>lCXV1.V.CX VAX te a t v; At nv.il 1 1 U1 1  VJU ^
solitary day in the week on which, in the dark 3̂'il 
prior to the passing of the Factory Acts, cb il^ . 
were free to receive it. Nowadays, Sunday-sch00̂  
are not concerned with other than the abracada^ 
of superstition, and the average Sunday-school tead1̂  
is no more concerned with real education tha" 
pigeon is for Offenbach's music. ...

Similarly, the clergy circumvented the F"^, 
Library movement, which was primarily intended . 
place knowledge within reach of everybody. T ". 
have, with the help of their catspaws, wielded efl" 
mous influence on the local committees of the pt1̂  . 
libraries, and their one steady aim through the yeiV, 
has always been to render such institutions, from tkc
point of view, entirely innocuous. So long as tli£

shelves of these libraries were stocked with *1 
books of Messrs. Edgar Wallace, Phillips Oppenhe"!j 
and other purveyors of sensational pap for intellect"'1, 
infants, they were content. The very moment 
serious attempt was made to place before the ordiu"1'. 
reading public works which made for sanity 
ordered thought, they at once displayed their 
tility. The boycott was introduced, and the niode", 
index expurgatorius contains the name of practice* ,• 
every author who is worth reading from the day5 0 
George Meredith to those of Bernard Shaw. 
popular novelists did not escape this clerical net, ""
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a Maine’s While Prophet was boycotted in the com- an example. Let them cease to force into the inno- 
>â n ^ ebs' Ann Veronica. cent hands of millions of little children a book which

Hi' ple ^me since a nnmber of priestly members of they dare no longer read aloud in its completeness to 
c Conference of Headmasters issued a warning to a mixed audience of adults. Until they consent to do 

le parents of schoolboys, in which they called atten- this they merit the title of “  chartered libertines.”  
?” lo ihe danger of books, magazines, and plays, The clergy may well smile at one another at their 

,, 1 challenged convention. “  We venture to do success in stifling knowledge in this country; but how 
, ’ sa’h these priestly headmasters, “  because we much longer this ridiculous state of affairs is going to 
„ Ve sPecial opportunities of observing the actual last is quite another matter. It is not a matter for 

c uP°n boys and young men of suggestions so the clergy and their satellites, but a question to be 
a . e-Vet‘> to which we feel bound to bear witness.”  settled by the citizens of a country reputed to be

civilized.
M im nerm us.

A . ' "  * »»HAVAA VV V. J.V.OI WVVAiiVA — ~     ------ -----
hnc tbey added, in the true spirit of the Roman 

‘dholic Priesthood, “  too little care is exercised to 
*xc ude them from the lives of the young.”

0 rea(l such allusion to the books, magazines,
Priys of the day, as if so many of them were a 

pestilential danger to society, is not pleasant. When
satellitiUltS C<>me fr°m priestly headmasters and their | Mlgs Maude RoydeN/ C .H ., D.D., is an outstand 

of innoci
tieiiln ^01 ^1Cre are so. many things in this par- rcfornljng efforts are always trying the hopelessly 
die hi Sacred volume which are calculated to bring futde feat 0f reconciling things that are for ever 
Priest-US modesty to any face except that of a essentially irreconcilable. She and others like her 

Clergymen mouth more glibly than f0]]0W SUcli a course because of a pathetically super- 
Words'i!*’ attach loose meanings to the fic;ai and inadequate knowledge of the real life of the
men n K~V abollt: so recklessly, but how such ordjnary man or woman. Necessarily they land them- 
storv^f1 *be account ° f Ezekiel s banquet, the se;ves jn bogs of speculation and self-contradiction. 
T -. °  nan> or riie adventures of the patriarch, Miss Royden, consciously or unconsciously, takes

A  P seudo P riestess Speaks.

- — --yiiun, ui u ic  a u v v -n tu iw  w* v-*-*v' ir,M' ' ’* * ' * * ’

<0f> without the slightest remark, and point the 
f|nger of admonition at modern writers is inexplic- 
•ible, except on the hypothesis that they are insincere, 
and using any means to gain their sorry ends, 

ff the novels, plays, and magazines of the present

the line adopted by R. J. Campbell, who when Robert 
Blatchford was exposing the falsities of Christianity 
and magnanimously opened the columns of the Clarion 
to his Christian opponents, declared that Mr. Blatch
ford was a Christian without knowing it. Mr. Foote

genernH *vt' Y t0. c° !1 uPt t ie mora ŝ °f fhe rising very  properly nailed this declaration to the counter 
Om.-.,. °ni A'\lari ln f 'le name of common sense, is the as an impertinence and an insult, pointing out that it

denied Mr. Blatchford’s capacity or, what was worse, 
his good faith. Of course, some time ago to be called 
a Christian was regarded as a compliment by a much

-- j IVUUI) i l l  tuv. 1 1U111V. vyj. “
Christian Bible calculated to do? In its pages may 
,)c found plain, unvarnished accounts of rape, adul- 
tery, and unmentionable vice. The florid, heated 
riietoric of the Old Testament leaves little to the im
in a tio n , and the least lettered reader can appre-

larger number of people than it is so regarded to-day. 
As time goes on the fact of a person being a Christian

is it ^1C friowung periods and sensual sentences. East does 1]0t necessarily carry with it the guarantee that 
Orj f ;  an(f West is West, even in literature, and his word is as good as his bond, or tliat he is more 
r̂ _Cn a nastiness frequently begins where Occidental reliable than any member of the community who re

fuses to subscribe to the Christian creed.
Is Miss Royden a Christian ? We do not know. 

If she has any creed it is sufficiently comprehensive 
to allow' of her believing God to be whatever she 
chooses. Apparently she approximates to the re
ligion of the Jews and the Unitarians. But she 
declines to be moved to any particular denomination. 
One day she can speak at a gathering of people of 
varying religious creeds and of no religious creed at 
a l l ! Another day she can preach in St. Giles Cath-

Tt. -----  — ----------------  edral, Edinburgh, the citadel of Scottish Presbyter-
r r e concern of the clergy for safeguarding the ianism ! Anything will do for her so long as a belief in 
fl_ r ng of rile young is simply a ruse to keep their God is professed. And the furthest she will go in

I’oi uography leaves off.
. ae overt action of the clerical headmasters was 

s"nply a trade trick to authorize the use of the boy 
Cott- a favourite weapon with priests of all creeds the 
j'^rld, over. I have myself seen book orders from 
1 Juries, such as: “  Wells’ novels, except Ann Ver- 

°n,Ca; Swinburne’s poems, “  Selections”  only. And 
]’'lc, suiart clergyman used to obtain expensive theo- 

Rieal books for use in preparing his sermons by 
0 simple expedient of instructing his catspaws on 

’L ibrary committee to add them to the order-list.

°cks in innocence, and to render them as clay in 
eir hands. If they were really sincere in the 

or ter’ ^ley wouf(f realize that if an ordinary novel 
f magazine article will corrupt a young reader, their 

n sacred book would corrupt a regiment. No 
hi V6 lst’ uo writer, no playwright, would dare to fill 

s Pages with detailed accounts of incest, rape, and 
jp®atural vice. Yet the clergy force the Christian 
( 1 which they know full well contains all these 

rnble things, and more, into the hands of almost 
ery child in the country. Bow'dlerizing books is 
PUgnant to every lover of literature, but if ever 
ere. were any occasion for such drastic treament it

defining God is that he, she or it is the "purpose”  or 
“  mind ”  behind life. Incidentally when is some
body going to clear up the difficulty about the sex 
of God? Is God masculine or feminine or neuter or 
what ? Anyway, so far, most believers in God regard 
that person as being of the masculine gender.

Necessarily when we get outside nature we are in a 
realm of fancy as distinguished from solid fact. Men
tally besotted, benighted and neurotic human 
beings are easily induced to believe in ghosts, bogeys, 
spooks, sprites, gods, devils, fairies and fiends all 
belonging to an outside or extra-natural world. And 
of course anything or any being outside nature (or

^rtainly should be directed against the coarseness of extra-natural) is unnatural. The unnatural is always 
° _ Christian Bible. Unfortunately, if all the ob- inhuman or non-human— what is popularly known in 

■ ctionable passages were deleted, this fetish-book religious circles as “ spiritual” — and which Free- 
°uld be so reduced as to be almost unrecognisable, thinkers label as superstitious. 
stead of prating, hypocritically, of indecent and Miss Royden has contributed an admonitory 
1(|esirable literature, let the clergy, for once, set article to Answers, in which she argues for the
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necessity of not forgetting God on the ground that if 
we do forget him we become the victims of hopeless
ness; that purpose disappears from our lives, and that 
we can only find it worth while to struggle for im
provement “  if we are working alongside of a mighty 
intelligence in co-operation with a great power.”

Now there is nothing very original in that argu
ment. The Freethinker is quite familiar with it and 
with the threadbare ideas of several Divine Co-opera
tive Societies, which disdain instruction from history, 
experience and common sense and base their activi
ties upon beliefs in, and worship of, deities of whose 
existence there is no proof. We are told that if we 
renounce belief in God we in the long run “  give 
up.”  But the testimony of history clearly confutes 
that. As man releases himself from bonds of 
extra-naturalism he gradually becomes more humane, 
better informed, wiser, more capable and efficient. 
Yes, he sees further in retrospect and prospect. To 
renounce belief in God is not to "  give up ”  but to 
“  get up.”

Miss Royden asks us to believe that unbelief drives 
people “  when life’s problems become too difficult”  
to piit their heads into gas ovens. That is a familiar 
argument also ancient and crude. In former days 
unbelievers used to be struck down dead by the Deity 
when they stated their atheistic views. Now they 
save God the trouble and make away with themselves. 
But does Miss Royden and her fellow theists read 
the newspapers or do they not? Do they never read 
the letters left by suicides? A  hundred per cent of 
these effusions show that the writers of them are con
vinced believers in God; and they often express the 
hope or wish that God will forgive them for the step 
they are about to take. There are varying ideas 
about suicide. But it is pre-eminently a religious 
crime. Most of us it is to be supposed hold that the 
vast majority of suicides are mentally deranged per
sons. If they are not, and have any friends or rela
tives, they arc committing an act, if not of cowardice, 
of cruelty towards such friends or relatives. Re
ligious mania has without doubt been responsible 
for Very many cases of suicide and mad houses are 
plentifully stocked with religious maniacs. Hell, 
the hangman’s whip, terrorized many. It still
terrorizes some. And would not Miss Royden and 
her friends be more usefully employed in exposing 
the real character of God to these? As fear
departs from human minds religion languishes. For 
religion, otherwise a belief in, worship of and obedi
ence to extra-natural beings can only endure so long 
as fear endures.

Whatever may be said, there is little comfort in 
Miss Royden’s article for the Trinitarians. There 
is nothing about the triune God. The Son and the 
Holy Ghost get short shrift. Evidently Miss Roy
den has no place or use for either or both of them. 
Of course by this attitude she leaves her readers in 
vagueness, indefiniteness and uncertainty as to 
what she thinks of orthodox Christians, ft is diffi
cult to see what she is driving at When she cites the 
missionary and his turnip watch that ticked seven 
seconds as seven million souls were ticked off to hell. 
She is probably having a slap at the fundamentalists. 
But the story of “  Paley’s watch ”  would have fitted 
her theory better because as behind the watch Paley 
saw its “ maker”  so behind nature Miss Royden sees 
its “ maker”  or “ mind”  or “ purpose,”  which is Miss 
Royden’s God.

When one reflects dispassionately it is depressing 
to know that there should as yet be so many human 
intelligences which it is possible to satisfy with such 
patent crudities in the way of argument. And with 
all due respect, Miss Royden uses a great deal of 
irrelevant padding. What is her "  purpose ”  in such

a rolling sentence as this? “  It therefore apPea* 
to us very much to hear of great natural laws 'V1 
which we can co-operate to serve great evolutional 
ends.”  It can only impress poorly educated an 
credulous minds. How does it furnish a basis 10 
such a conclusion as this : “  If there is a purpose N 
hind life there must be a mind, and that mind lS 
God?” Which God; where is his abode; what 
his attributes? If there is a purpose or mind, wh'c ‘ 
is God, behind nature; then he or she or it is vei) 
much further behind nature than he, she or it wi]S 
fifty years since.

I g n o t u s .

Freethought in Fiction. II.

T homas H a r d y  (I.)

T hkre are many writers, and some great ones, wl>0̂  
reputations have suffered from the excessive zeal 'vlt  ̂
which their birth-places or dwelling-places have clait"1̂  
them for their own. The “ poor traditionary fame'̂  
which has been said to be all that falls to actors, a1’1 
even more, mere local celebrity— like that of the 
of a seaside town who would be forgotten but for sonH 
seats placed on the front at his expense, and bearii'.- 
upon an iron plate his name and the text “  the sea n 
his and he made it ”— are not much to be prefer^ 
above that perverted provincial patriotism which n"5j 
takes accident for inspiration. The prejudices, not ow  
of neighbourhood, but of time and country, count f°4 
little in real works of genius; indeed it is because they 
are concerned with those elements in nature and tlio5e 
ideas and emotions in men that are fundamental and W1’ 
versal that the outstanding figures of literary and a‘ 
other history retain their hold on the minds and me"1' 
ories of ages. To say that Thomas Hardy was a Dorse4 
man; to tie a label upon him with the titles of the novek 
and Wessex Tales inscribed upon it, and to confine l"j 
work to a small geographical area is to miss the esseiitk 
ingredients of his philosophy, of his supreme mastery 0 
proportion, and of that combination of great idea and 
meticulous detail which gives him his unrivalled placC 
in English letters.

Thomas Hardy saw out the first generation of thv 
century. The bulk of his work was done before the"- 
From some of his later prose it has been assumed that bc 
may have weakened towards the end in that noble 
materialism which marks most of his writings. A* 
Lionel Johnson says in his erudite study, Hardy sâ v 
that “  men still go forth to their work and to the'1 
labour, until the evening,”  and meditated “ upon thc 
slow, sure end of all those evenings in the darkness a"1* 
pain of death.”  Lionel Johnson, however, was a Cat!'0' 
lie, and consequently, as his book shows, thought Hardy 
lacked the indispensable quality of faith. Buri'd 
in Westminster Abbey—there were two other funeral 
services at the same time, one at Dorchester, attended 
by the Mayor and Corporation, and one at Stinsford 
Church (where his heart is preserved), and all the cere
mony and pomp of fame which marked Hardy’s oh' 
seqnies may well have created a contemporary impresio" 
that he died in the faith as well as in the circumstance5 
of respectability. But if there is much of church arch1' 
tecture and observance in his works they also contain 
much sadonic and irreverent description of “  sacred 
things, and some of his many humorous scenes are set in 
pious surroundings. If he had a sharp eye for the 
natural frailties of our kind and for the jokes which 
nature plays with us, it was also his conviction, to 
use his own words, that “  the best tragedy, highest 
tragedy, is that of the worthy encompassed by the in
evitable.”  In the very article in which he came in for 
criticism from puritans—chiefly in regard to those stories 
of Tess and Jude— he proved the fatuity of that criticism» 
and that what the puritan always forgets is that the 
“  delicacy or indelicacy of a writer is according to hi5 
object.”  Of this truth it is worth giving his own illus
tration. “  If I say to a lady, ‘ I met a naked woman,

. it is indelicate. But if I go on to say ' I found she \V3S
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by it ceases to be indelicate.”  JudgedWad with

standard no true artist is ever “  indelicate.”

tlie Û 1̂ ÛneSS naturc, including human nature, and 
b with which he saw, and the matchless style
lilit'' 1C° be dePmted, at once the limits and the possi- 
lt V]leS ^uman life, combine to cement Hardy’s prose, 
stuil-S a ce5*a*u architectural quality, not Gothic (the 
|Xrf"f° Wb*cb was iris first employment) but the simpler 
tl10ŝ c 10as °f Greece and Rome. Such descriptions as 
in tl ljt ^lc rnummied-heath-bells of the past summer”  
gj .'e Return of the Native, or of the personality of 
aini)l'en in A Pair of Blue Eyes are good ex-
t]otl j*’ wfiiE, on the grander scale, the picture of Eg- 
c]jn _eath in the former book, with its magnificent 
and3X Sbows this craftsman of letters at his highest 

so fi° the studies of his best known characters 
brief °q !e D'Urbervilles and Jude of the Obscure. Three 
g, , 1 ustrative passages may suitably follow here, (r) 
a,T °n. Heath. “  The great inviolate place had an 
c;(n etl Permanence which the sea cannot claim. Who 
t]le Sii"V a particular sea that it is old ? Distilled by 
in Sll|n’ ^needed by the moon, it is renewed in a year, 
chan<r °r in an hour. The sea changed, the fields 
y e -'fd . the rivers, the villages, and the people changed,

, Egdon remained.”  (2) Tess of the D ’Urbervilles. 
Vt.s css Hnrbeyfield at this time of her life was a mere 
of if e®°tion untinctured by experience . . . Phases 
"'alk-01) childhood lurked in her aspect still. As she 
'voi r  a ôn£ to-day for all her bouncing handsome 
]Ut lness) you could sometimes see her twelfth year in 
her f f 2, s’ or hfcr ninth sparkling in her eyes; and even 
and tl wotdd fiib over the curves of her mouth now 
this ” len" êw Fne'v, and fewer still considered
gi ' (3) Jude the Obscure. “ Jude’s dreams were as
^  as his surroundings were small. Through the 
he arritr °i cold cretaceous upland to the northward 
Plat"'if always beholding a gorgeous city— the fancied 
\V;is fc he hda likened to the new Jerusalem though there 
of 111 ,laPs more of the painter’s imagination and less 
tl ,c diamond merchant’s in his dreams thereof than in 
°f t u ^ lc Apocalyptic writer.”  Observe the last part 
'lists'15 ' HardT knew his Bible, the clergy, the metho- 
])el]S(. fiHe preachers, the churchwardens, the deacons, the 
Toy' *n êrs and the sextons, and has treated them all as 

' ai<\ —human nature which, as he finds it, and as in- 
is. is not much affected by supernatural grace.

(],,.% are' human nature which, as he finds it, and as in-
Tak 1  iS’ is
I.onf °f exaraple the incident of the Parish Choir at 
¡>al]^l'uddle (in Life’s Little Ironies), when, finding the 
la;,i !-v cold, Nicholas Puddingcome, the choir leader,

1(1 111 “  o „ „ 11-.. . r , , , , , ...................................

ol

bass ^ e  J'ar wc^ wrapped up in Timothy . Thomas’s

and h 1 *■ " afi°n of hot brandy and beer ready mixed,” 
kfn. • "°R 'I- bo church with him in the afternoon.yc‘cpino B y

’t, -°̂  bay ib hept drinkably warm” till they wanted
was “ just a thumbleful at the Absolution, and

W 'ln"  °f the sermon.”  The choir, thus refreshed, 
to sleep, and when suddenly awakened by being 

Rj Cl< on the announcement of the closing hymn, 
the l0-aS '̂vi'° thought he was still at a jolly party of
I), ’’ ightevil ” — before) got busy with his fiddle at “  The 

1 1 Among the Tailors ”— and that was the end of the
layers 

 ̂ real 
, fief on

u’s Who were replaced by 
a really - -

with' a barrel organ ”
y respectable man to turn the winch.” 

jgiVc j16 Passing to a second article, in which we shall
as s°me biographical facts and a brief study- of Hardy 
Ple,'u'P°et’ wc present another scene that may well be 
°f 111'"" readers of this journal. It is from A Pair 
¡Up Ayes. Mr. Swancourt is inspecting the new roof- 

the chancel of the church which, with the assist- 
0 William Worm, a labourer, lie has installed.

We Ay
fiikc"(j did; harder than some here and there—hee, hee. 
iiirv Saves I believe—hec hee! And won’t ye foam- 

sir, when the nails wouldn’t go straight? 
as  ̂ 11 There, ’tisn’t so bad to cuss and keep it in
" lice CUSS alld let it out, is it, sir?”  “ Well, w hy?” 
Oujy llrse you, sir, when you were a putting on the roof, 
liar]]]Used to cuss in your mind, which is, I suppose, no 
in at all.”  “  I don’t think you know what goes on 

’ mud Wonn.”  “ Oh, doan’t I, sir—hee hee! 
rcad c t ’m but a poor wambling thing, sir, and can’t 
therenU,cb ' but 1 can ?P?H as well as some here and 

Hoan’t ye mind, sir, that blusterous night when
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ye asked me to hold the candle to ye in yer workshop, 
when you were making a new chair for the chancel?”  
“  Yes, what of that ?”  “  I stood with the candle, and 
you said you liked company-, if ’twas only a dog or cat 
— meaning me; and the chair wouldn’t do nohow!” 
“  Ah! I remember.”  “ N o: the chair wouldn’t do no
how. A was very well to look at, but Lord— ”  “ Worm, 
how often have I corrected you for irreverent speak
ing?”— “ A was very well to look at, but you couldn’t 
sit in the chair nohow. T ’was all a-twist wi’ the chair, 
like the letter Z directly you sat down upon the chair. 
“  Get up Worm,”  says you, when you seed the chair go 
all a-sway with me. Up you took the chair, and flung 
’er like fire and brimstone to t ’other end of your shop— 
all in a passion. “  Damn the chair,”  says I, “  Just 
what I was thinking, says you Sir. I could see it in 
your face, sir,”  says I, “  and I hope you and God will 
forgi’e me for saying what you wouldn’t. To save 
your life you couldn’t help laughing, sir, at a poor 
wambler reading your thoughts so plain. Ay, I ’m as 
wise as one here and there.”

We close this article with some lines from Lionel John
son’s book above mentioned on Hardy’s style. “  Here 
is work, done after the best English manner, and its 
truth to nature, its truth to art are universal. In the 
largeness of design, in the march and sweep of imagi
nation, in the greatness of his greater themes, he has 
given to the novel a simple grandeur and impressiveness, 
the more impressive for his preoccupation with the 
concerns of modern thought.”

A lan H andsacre.

(To be continued.)

A cid  Drops.

The Rev. “ D ic k ” Shepherd, Miss Maude Roydon, 
and Dr. A. H. Gray-, three Christian leaders in this 
country, have written to the League of Nations declar
ing that with regard to the war in the East their re
ligion teaches them war is wrong. It is just possible 
the Japanese may remark that it is a pity this discovery 
was not made when England was at war, instead of 
saving this expression of religious virtue until some 
other country was fighting. And we venture to suggest 
that if they believe war to be wrong, then preparations 
for war are wrong, and these three gallant Christians 
might resolve to take no part in gatherings where the 
army receives glorification, to denounce those Christian 
clergymen who bless guns and battleships and act as 
chaplains in the army and navy. It is not so difficult 
to find that war is wrong—in Japan, or to protest against 
militarism— in other countries.

The gallant three offer to join an army of unarmed 
persons who will place themselves between the Japanese 
and the Chinese armies with a kind of “  Only-over-our- 
dead-hodies ”  gesture. We feel they are quite 
safe, and the insurance companies will not count them 
as special risks on account of their offer. But wc note 
that the three do not say anything about provision 
being made for a talking film of the three standing be
tween the two armies—between lunch and dinner— or 
for a distribution of portraits among the newspapers of 
the world, with the percentage of profits expected by the 
adventurers. Probably these things will all be settled 
before the three leave England for the performance. 
Meanwhile, not to be behind in this matter, we beg to 
say that the Freethinker will, provided the number of 
the volunteer parsons reach 100,000, pay the whole cost 
of the expedition to China and back, with a pension of 
not less than £5,000 a year to the dependents of any 
who meet their death in this truly Christian endeavour.

The Film Censor’s list of grounds on which films had 
been banned or cut was headed by “  Blasphemy.” It 
would be interesting to know which film or films were 
banned pr cut on that ground. Unless, as there is some 
reason to fear, Mr. Shortt has changed his mind, lie
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should be very slow to take this action, and very liberal 
in his view as to what, if anything, could justify it. 
On February 26, 1912, when Mr. Shortt had not attained 
either office in politics, nor a semi-official post in busi
ness such as he now holds, Mr. J. Bartram, a constituent 
of his in Newcastle, and, incidentally then Hon. Secre
tary of the Newcastle Branch of the N.S.S., wrote to him 
asking his attitude towards the blasphemy laws. Mr. 
Shortt’s reply (printed in the Freethinker of December 
25, 1912) was as follows :—

House of Commons,
26/2/1912.

Dear Mr. Bartram,
I quite agree with you that teachers of Secularism are 

quite as much entitled to freedom of speech as any 
other members of the community. I am personally en
tirely opposed to your opinions and teachings, but I 
should think very little of my case if I found it re
quired the help of the criminal law to maintain it. I 
cannot see why the decencies of public religious dis
cussion should not be sufficiently safeguarded by 
healthy public opinion as are the decencies of political 
discussion. I am opposed to all laws which attempt to 
stifle free speech or discussion, whether emanating from 
priestcraft or any other source. I think the sooner the 
Blasphemy Laws are abolished the better, and I am 
obliged for the loan of the pamphlet which I return. I 
remember seeing it some years ago. You may rely on 
my help if any attempt is made to repeal the laws.

Yours sincerely,
(Signed) E dward Shortt.

Mr Shortt, however, was Home Secretary at the time of 
the Gott case (1920-1) and, as he did not on that occa
sion put these liberal professions into action, it may be 
that he is not so sure of their implications in his present 
position. It is a pity that the films concerned were not 
indicated, for then we should be in a better position to 
judge whether what is described as “ blasphemy”  was 
merely something which might not have met with ap
proval at Fulham Palace or the Memorial Hall, or some
thing which could have been objected to on grounds that 
are permissable. At this time of day Mr. Shortt has no 
right to apply to the pictures an antiquated ban that no
body would dare to suggest applying to plays, books or 
newspapers.

Just look at what the Lord does when he interferes 
First of all he interfered with nature and made n>a!1' 
And instead of making him an incurable idiot so that 
he would have spent the rest of his existence in praisin.C 
the Lord, he gave him just that amount of curiosity aI1( 
independence that would get him into trouble, and so be 
got kicked out of the Garden of Eden. Then instead 0 
letting man alone, he got mad because man was ®° 
better than he made him. He started a Flood only t° 
find that those who survived were worse than tliose 
who were drowned. Next he came to earth and got 
crucified, and that started the disaster of the Christian 
Church. He wrote a big book, and that has kept people 
quarrelling ever since it was published. He founded 
the Catholic Church, and then started other churches 111 
opposition. Perhaps that was to keep men lively- 
Then a series of other disasters followed. He won tb« 
war for the Allies and that nearly ruined the work1' 
And there is on record a long list of people from DaV’“ 
to James Douglas, whom he saved from destruction- 
He never performs a miracle for the benefit of m»" 
without being called on to perform half a dozen otbel 
miracles to save us from its consequences. Disaster 
seems written over all his works. And now they are 
again asking God to interfere! For God’s sake keeP 
the Lord out of it. Give man some little chance of doinS 
things in the right way.

The Universe, despite the mightiness of its title, lS 
constantly presenting Roman Catholicism in the n1'" 
dignified character of the tailors of Tooley Street, wh°5C 
wisdom, it will be remembered was in inverse prop°r- 
tion to their numbers, which, like the persons of tbe 
Trinity, were three. The latest example of this character- 
istic in our pious contemporary is an article by bif- 
Douglas Newton, entitled “  Bad Citizens : A Story v'it'1 
a Moral for Spain,”  as if the Universe circulated 
that country! The moral, of course, is for Engla»' 
from Spain, and it is that the Jesuits are “  the pioneer' 
of civilization,”  and if a country expels them it suffer-' 
for it. That ubiquitous organization, says Mr. DougiaS 
Newton, was “  busy spreading civilization through wbat 
is now the United States, while the Progressive of the'f 
day were merely hunting wealth.”

Attention is called in the religious, and sometimes—  
when the culprit is caught—in the secular press to the 
frequency of thefts from churches. It seems that the 
Parish Church of Mossley Hill, Liverpool, has been 
robbed five times during the incumbency of the present 
vicar. We do not know, and dare not suggest, what 
the Church Times intends to imply by the last par
ticular. We note, however, that it recommends the 
formation of a Watchers Guild, “  which, if it does not 
prevent a robbery, will at least give an opportunity to 
many for a quiet hour apart from the distractions of 
the world outside.”  It would not apparently occur to 
the Watchers’ to spend this quiet hour in chureli if they 
were not wanted to guard the till. And what is the 
Lord doing who is supposed not to allow two sparrows 
sold for one farthing to fall to the ground without him 
that he cannot look after the three-penny pieces in 
offertory boxes ? One other question is at least as rele
vant as the two sparrows. What is the use of praying 
for protection for your property if the Lord doesn’t pro
vide it even for his friends ?

We see there is a suggestion that there shall be 
another day of prayer in favour of world peace. We do 
hope that the suggestion is not carried out. It will be 
remembered that early in December tlie Archbishops of 
Canterbury and York arranged for a day of prayer for 
peace— and soon after the Japanese and the Chinese 
started exchanging Christian compliments of the season. 
We do not say the Lord pays no attention to prayers. 
Perhaps he does; but he does seem to go ramping mad 
and to let things go. Whenever he is prayed to for rain, 
as often as not he half drowns a district by way of reply. 
He is perhaps as annoyed at being roused as is a good 
Christian parent who on a Sunday afternoon is wakened 
out of his sleep by his children romping in from Sunday 
school. It really seems dangerous to call the Lord’s at
tention to anything. Better leave him alone.

That the Jesuits and progressives, properly so-called 
are and must be in conflict is true enough', but 'vC 
should like to ask the Universe this question. When ® 
good many years ago Dr. Horton delivered a series p 
lectures entitled “  Romanism and National Decay,”  al1' 
used the argument now used in favour of the Jesuit*' 
viz., that the material prosperity of a country is detc1'- 
mined by its religion, did not the Catholic Press denounce 
that contention as absurd and unjust? We do not un; 
reservedly accept this doctrine ourselves, but what 
sauce for the Protestant goose should be sauce for tl)C 
Jesuit gander.

The wise and humane comments and advice given rC' 
cently by Mr. Justice McCardie on Birth Control, Abc’1'- 
tion and Sterilization have been, as could be expected 
bitterly received by Catholics. Almost every paper 
in the kingdom reproduced his lordship’s speechc5' 
gave them wonderful publicity, and it is not 
surprising, therefore, that the matter has been raised >" 
Parliament. Two very indignant Roman Catholic M.?-’’ 
— both Labour men, it may be noted—gave the out
spoken judge a piece of their mind. “ Men who 
learned in law should not insult the intelligence °* 
masses of the people by giving utterance on the Ben2]1 
to things with which they are not concerned in the ad- 
ministration of justice,”  was one of the pompous piec«5 
of balderdash and the other member gave vent to 1>*S 
private feelings in much the same way. What a liapf' 
state for Freetliought there would be if our destini*-'' 
were controlled by these priest-ridden minds.

The Rev. “  Tubby ”  Clayton is reported to have said : 
“  I would arraign the pulpit under our present fashi011 
as an unsuspected enemy of Christianity. It is a PaC" 
dora’s box, well stocked with hidden evils.”  Not S<1 
unsuspected, nor pr> hidden, my dear Tubby»-except 
such as you J
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Tli +
out  ̂ a'30û  missionary efforts does not often leak
failiir <~ l̂lrc 1̂ Times is very frank about the
colleo-6 ° ^"kristian education in India. Tbe missionary 
ail(l f eS ,Were. funded to convert “  educated ”  Indians 
(je 1 °ra fr'vin and the Master of Balliol both have been 
uiak°nn  ̂ ^1C âc "̂ success in this direction. What 
un ,esi|tlaf*-ers worse is that whatever converts have been 
an‘ te .'f° not belong- to the educated classes.”  What 
tl a jnission! But the Church Times failed to supply 
Sa obvious parallel. It is simply the fact that the 
ianj0 Phenomenon takes place here. Converts to Christ
mas  ̂ are recruite<l mainly from the “  uneducated ”  
i„ -fes‘ What else—knowing the truth about Christ- 

5 could be expected?

¡Obsorvator ”  of the Sunday Observer is, we fear, an 
Am r . iy irreligious jester. Referring to the protest of 
on h! 1Ĉ n Publishers at the dumping of European Bibles 
Hie ? < * * *  States, he says : “  That will interfere with 
"an  ̂f nS ôr a sPecial missionary effort to convert the 
the Ŝ̂ er Chicago.”  But this little joke depends upon 
0)n assuiuPtion that the Chicago gangsters need to be 
s,10-* e d  to Christianity, and there is no evidence to 
k- 'I fhis assumption is justified. We would not 

a ah surprised to learn that the American gangstersl.ad j.
issued another protest objecting to the insinuation

:y do not regularly read their own Bibles.that the-

jjJ11 an "  open letter ”  to Sir John Reith of the B.B.C., 
fannen Swaffer says :—
You should not restrict your religious services, Presby- 

°rian though you are, to the highly respectable con- 
'fntional sects, but give the others a chance.

And instead of silly debates that take place between 
Mediocrities on nothing, you should allow people of ad- 
'anccd thought to say something important, for a 
change.

freedom for all
Mr,

concerningopi . ®Waffer’s anxiety 
]â  Ions where broadcasting is concerned is rather be- 
jjrj,. ’ We have been asking for that freedom ever since 
'>k t broadcasting began. However, we should rather 
])( v know how much freedom of opinion Mr. Swaffer 

'Cvc-s_in. klocs be agree that Freethought philosophy 
,lic[icriticism should be permitted expression through the 
]j,r. "un of broadcasting as often as the expression of re- 

' °Us opinion ? If not, why not ?

Bishop of Chelmsford has been telling the readers
of j ? ln Bull that, “  It’s hard to be good.”  In the course 
av s article, which reaches the usual mental level of the 
lleŝ uSc parish magazine, he explains what isn’t good-

fhere is a certain type of goodness—or shall we call 
* goody-goodyness ?—which is too often confused with 

goodness. This is really religious priggishness. Prigs 
,irc always objectionable, but the religious prig is the

At t p rSt. of a11-
ca„ .Us juncture, we cannot help wondering what there 
°Me r  lebgi°n which enables it to produce the most 
S;>v fi10n?ble of any type of prig. At a guess, we should 

lat it is the prig’s certainty of having been “ saved,’1 
0 being one of God’s special pets.

is ’̂’otber of the Bishop’s conclusions is that “ Goodness 
k:iu • ably much harder to discover in Belgravia than in 
]Uu.(l"lnS Town. That is why Christ said : “ How
]{ea v shall a rich man enter into the Kingdom of 
jtiqu en •’ He did not say, ‘ How hardly shall a poor 
rutllc Cllter into the Kingdom.’ ”  After that, we are 
ligio1 anxi°us to know why so large a portion of re
nt ti, ’S„eilcrgy in the conversion line should be directed 
iln ,i° P°or ”  man. This is odd in view of the Bishop’s 
bind- -Suggestion that the “  poor ”  man acquires some 
and Uncutal notions of goodness through the hardships 
tl'at S°,rr°Ws be exeperiences. We should have thought 
grCat “  saving ”  of one wicked man was a
'‘ rv,_T.. achievement than “ saving” a hundredPoor men, and that therefore the Bishop’s
WCre ^sermon would have been more valuable if it 
riejj ’ Pointed in the expensive magazines read by the 
tiojj'. rjf_ course, the reason why so much more atten- 
« » t f v e n  to the working-classes is that parsons be- 
erCdm lat these classes are more ignorant and more 
Ivor].'.0tls than the people of other classes. We hope the 

lrio'Classes appreciate the implied compliment.

The Roman Catholic Bishop of the Slovaks has had a 
severe attack of spiritual dyspepsia. A Society of Un
believers has been formed at Koshitsa, the See of the 
said Bishop, and in a sermon preached in the Cathedral 
he blamed the faithful for the event and enjoined a fast 
of one week upon them, during which period even water 
was forbidden. We hope shortly to hear of a large influx 
of new members to the Society of Unbelievers—many 
of whom will doubtless toast their new allegiance with a 
jug of water.

It is quite understandable that our parsons should feel 
rather aggrieved nowadays at their being neglected. 
For did they not splendidly help the nation in the war, 
keeping alive the Lord God of Battles to provide a vic
tory? But to-day these glorious Christian services to 
the nation are being forgotten. Thus, the Bishop of 
Ripon exclaims : “  To-day it is the Kingdom of God or 
chaos.”  The implication of this is, of course, that if 
“  chaos ”  is to be avoided, the “  Kingdom of God ” 
must be sought after; and for that the parson is indis
pensable. Furthermore, if the parson is ignored, then 
there will be trouble for the nation. One cannot help 
admiring the neat way in which the worthy bishop packs 
all this into a short sentence. It will, however, scare 
only the more primitive minds of the community.

The Rev. A. F- Whitham has been writing about 
modern Youth and Religion. He mentions that youth is 
living in a freer world, that many taboos are lifted and 
many conventions have passed. He talks about the 
passing of false guides, the silencing of false voices, the 
going of unworthy motive, the break-up of the mere 
respectabilities. There is a great slump in the stock of 
Tradition. Youth, he says, is prepared to tweak the 
nose of the most venerable beliefs and institutions, turn 
them round and inside out, and then, as though passing 
judgment on a new device for opening sardine tins, to 
drop it with the words, “  it won’t do.”  Home, mar
riage, woman—as traditions— are under review. Youth 
looks round, and everything seems in the melting-pot. 
And j ’outh asks “ Why not religion?” Mr. Whitham 
adds :—

The ecclesiastical divisions and the theological con
fusions make the question more pointed. Roman 
Catholics on birth control are obdurate. Dean Inge on 
that subject, as upon many others, takes up a contradic
tory position. The Archbishop of Canterbury and most 
of the bishops are at variance with many Nonconfor
mist on the subject of marriage and divorce. 
Bishop Barnes and the High Anglicans are notoriously 
at war on the subject of the Sacraments, and the Funda
mentalists and Modernists are fighting about every other 
religious and theological question. A thoughtful young 
man may well turn round and say. “  You don’t know 
where you are. How dare you come to me urging your 
costly claims upon my life ?”

By the look of things, we should say that the thought)ul 
young men and women are not likely to be captured by 
the Churches. The parsons’ only hope is to try to drag 
in the unthinking. And as for re-union among the 
Churches, Mr. Whitham’s account of religious opinion 
to-day would suggest that rc-union is no nearer reality 
than it has ever been. It is not religion that will unite 
the Churches but expediency.

Writing about Bible-teaching in the day school, the 
Rev. A. T. G. Seaton says that “  Sometimes Sunday- 
school teachers gather from their scholars that the teach
ing they receive on week-days is pitifully small, inaccu
rate, given in a take-it-or-leave-it spirit, and occasion
ally with the suggestion that it is all an outworn super
stition.” Far more often, says Mr. Seaton, the reverse 
is the case, and the position is improving; the prospect 
of good Bible-teaching in day schools was never so hope
ful. Mr. Seaton contrasts it with former times when 
Passive Resisters were having their goods removed, and 
even going to prison, rather than pay a rate for the pro
vision of teaching with which they did not agree, Mr. 
Seaton adds :—

At that time many people thought that peace and pro
gress in the realm of Education were only to be bought 
at the price of clearing religious teaching out of the 
day school altogether. Had that solution of our diffi
culties been adopted» we should now have been in thf
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same position as some English-speaking countries do 
occupy to-day, and the task of Sunday schools would 
have been fax heavier than it is.

Mr. Seaton doesn’t explain why the day schools, with 
public funds contributed by non-Christians and by very 
many more citizens who are indifferent to religion, 
should be used fpr doing the work of Sunday schools— 
that is, making clients for the parsons. So far as we can 
gee, the only principle that can be cited is that of 
Christian impudence.

Writing about the war in the East, a daily paper 
argues that Britain should “  keep out of it,”  the reason 
for this advice being given is that “  We cannot afford 
wars.”  After digesting that, we have a suspicion that if 
the nation could afford a war, and if there was something 
substantial to be gained by it, our wise newspaper tutors 
wouldn’t hesitate to advise the nation to “  butt in,” 
and go to the assistance of one of the combatant Eastern 
nations. Our suspicion is not an unworthy one, in 
view of the fact that the intellectual level of many of our 
“  moulders of public opinion ”  is no higher than the 
notion that Peace is desirable, only if nothing can be 
gained by War.

The job of gingering-up enthusiasm for scheme5̂  
convert the country to Christianity appears none .1 
easy. Thus the Rev. Ensor Walters, speaking in *e=a 
to Methodism generally, is moved to exclaim

Are we true to that great note of the Church by "T 
we ought to exist ? If we have done with evahge  ̂
done with belief in miraculous conversion, fear, 
belief in the power and unction of the Holy SpirI ’ . 
we have made no desperate effort to declare the ev  ̂
of God to the masses outside all the Churches, 1 
have flung up the sponge as regards the outsider, 
what hope is there ? .

The poor man seems rather doleful. But why w°rl'a| 
The Methodist Recorder is inclined to fancy that re'1'  ̂
may begin through the “  many religious men and j 
outside the organized churches.” For we gather t  ̂
there are no signs of increased attendance at church ’ 
nor of a modification of the alienation of the masses, j1. 
of a deepened spiritual life and quickened zeal 
the Church itself. So the best thing Mr. Walters ca" 
is to “  wait and see,”  and leave it to God. Quite hk  ̂
God is staging a quite new departure in the way  ̂
ligion and religious revival— one in which there wm 
no parsons required at all.

A pious journal announces that the Rev. James Barr, 
a former Labour M.P., is to give a series of public ad
dresses on Christian apologetics, some of his subjects 
being “ Has Jesus stood the test?”  “  Does death end 
a ll?” “ The abiding fitness of the Gospel.”  Further
more, our contemporary tells us that “  Unlike some of 
his former Parliamentary colleagues, Mr. Barr has found 
no difficulty in finding employment in preaching and 
lecturing after losing his seat in the House.”  There 
appears to be a moral here for unemployed M.P.’s. It 
seems to run thus. When you can no longer be engaged 
in attending to the practical concerns of the nation, a 
useful acquirement is the ability to spout glib infor
mation about an assumed “  other world ”  and its con
cerns. This is a job with money in it; for there are 
always fools willing to be parted from their money, in 
exchange for nothing— provided you call it “  divine 
knowledge.”

The Bishop of London has expressed his regret that the 
young people of to-day increasingly regard the old 
Christian morality as old-fashioned. This is, of course, 
scarcely a matter for surprise, since old things generally 
do became old-fashioned to young people.

What we would like to know is, whether the Bishop 
has similar regrets concerning the views of older persons 
in regard to the new Christian morality. Admittedly 
there docs not appear to be much surface difference be
tween the two moralities. The main change seems to be 
in the opportunities for putting them into practice. 
For whereas the old Christian morality justified the ap
plication of all sorts of Christian cruelties to heretics, 
the new Christian morality merely justifies the applica
tion of all sorts of heretical views to Christian dogma 
and behaviour.

When the Holy Spirit comes and perches on a man’s 
grey matter the result of the visitation is invariably 
amazing. The latest instance is the Rev. Thomas Tip- 
lady’s Lambeth Anniversary Hymn, “ The Song of the 
Redeemed,”  as per sample :—

All ye who know that on the cross 
Christ did salvation bring,

Lift up your heart, lift up your voice 
And make the welkin ring.

O make the welkin ring with joy,
And silence all around;

Till every man shall hear the song 
That we, in Christ, have found.

One gathers that the effect of spiritual exaltation is 
substantially little different from spiritous exaltation. 
In both instances there is a craving to lift tip the voices 
and make the welkin ring and silence all around—and 
become a nuisance to more sober folk. One notices , too, 
that the “  redeemed ”  are invariably moved to lift up 
their voices, but never to lift up their intellects. That, 
it may be presumed, is because they have merely been 
redeemed from "  sin ”  and not from credulousness and 
stupidity, and other defects of the Christian mind.

Bishop Taylor Smith wins the Putty Medal anti 
Bun for the best story of the week. He states tba  ̂
encountered two cyclists who were searching in the 1 
for a steel pin lost from one of their machines. S° 
merely said : “ Lord, if it be thy will, let me find the 1 
quickly.”  And sure enough the Lord let him 
immediately. Then the party doffed their hats 0'jc 
like a Salvation Army group) and gave thanks to
Almighty for having so signally demonstrated his 
science through the mediumship of his faithful ser'

tlic
,tlnr

Taylor Smith. That is the Bishop’s story. But 
second prize, we think, should be awarded to aiiol 
version of the same yarn, narrated by a little worm "" 
chanced to be crawling by just at the critical inome" 
This little liar positively asserted that the Bisbo||’ 
having first spotted the pin, carelessly covered it 'vl 
his foot and then addressed the All-seeing Divinity-

It has come at last. Following various “  Omnibu- 
volumes on all sorts of subjects, the world is presd'h 
with one on Catholic Sermons. More than 1° 1

a"'1
■k“  scholars and parish priests ”  have come together 

brought out “  for the first time,” a marvellous 
in which “  the reader will see the problem of present1’’" 
the faith to the modern world as conceived by repreSe” 
tative preachers.”  Well, it ’s one thing to assert o’ 
problem and quite another thing to bring the niofic' ' 
world back to “  the faith.”

We would suggest that an omnibus volume of om1’1 
bus volumes on the subject will never do that. v ‘. 
world has passed the stage of the primitive simpl*c1̂  
so necessary for such a task.

Fifty Years Ago,

A DEADLY SIN.
“  C ome listen all good Christian folk 

To a pastoral from a bishop,
It’s far too serious for a joke 

The food that you may dish up :
This thing is law ful-----that is not—

Therefore you’d best eschew it,
When other food is to be got 

Just mind you don’t cat suet.
“  On every day you may have meat 

Except Wednesday and Fridays,
But still be cautious what you cat 

On holidays and high days,
Dripping and lard may grease your chins,

But surely you will rue it,
If you go adding to your sins 

The crime of eating suet.”
The "  Freethinker.”- March 5, tS82-
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

K'-THI-Nk-KR E ndowment T rust.—Miss V. Murray. 5s.; 
C A; l - Gibbons, 5s.

be H°in*S0N— The Secular Society, Limited will shortly 
]̂iHi1SjU'nS a book dealing with the revenues of the

i c - S w V f 1-  S‘ B‘ SAVaL'~ ? eXt week-p thanks. We ax-e always ready to supply the 
to public libraries, but it is usually necessary 

1 those on the spot to apply for it being taken. We 
HW0“ d Willingly send,

* t:iip'HV— Mauv thanks for cuttings. They will be 
T 'w.v useful.

yy GN— As the Americans say, “  You have us wrong.”
aljL> Put this way. The average politician is only
]pJi:’.ut h/ty years, behind his time. The average military 
a f C1 *s about a bundled years behind his time. The 

e,raSe parson is really advanced if he is only a century
G ' h % half behind the time.

■ Ganteer.—The King maysail x »“ >- King may have been correct when he
but 1 n° vd'a£e was complete without a village idiot, 

there does not seem any shortage in idiots in either
H E o °r- country-..V Verses are clever, but i-ather too one-sided for 
Gs»ccessful satire.

• Smith.—The cry of “  Leave l-eligion alone” is as you 
mainly raised by those who are afraid of it, and 

r le*P 't by their tacit acquiesance to its claims. The 
to a solution of most of our problems, social and 

er’ ,ls clear thinking. We are pleased to have your 
Preciation of the Freethinker.

ret h^eef/nnker”  is supplied, to the trade on sale or 
r„,!<rn- Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once 

J£ porte* to this office.
e Secular Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon 

London, E.C.4.
icrs for the Editor of the " Freethinker ”  should be 

,e5sed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4. 
n n̂ the services of the National Secular Society in con- 

Xl0n with Secular Burial Services are required, all com- 
nications should be addressed to the Secretary, R. H. 

pr, 0Setti, giving as long notice as possible.
who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 

marking the passages to which they wish us to call 
p^tention.

li ,t'rcethinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
s nng office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 

0rJ le êar> 15I-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9. 
n,crs for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
J the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 

and not to the Editor.

Sugar Plnm s.

tb !' Sunday next (March 13) Mr. Cohen will lecture in 
hni ecBcl'oft Settlement, Whetstone Lane, Birkenhead, 
j i ‘5 afternoon, at 3, the subject will be “  Do the Dead 
y , e ; ’ In the evening, at 7, “ The Benefits of Unbelief.”  
j hhnsion will be free, but there will be a limited num- 

1 °f reserved seats at is. each.

Mr. Saphip vyill to-day (March 6) lecture at three and 
seven o’clock in the Plymouth Chambers, Drake Circus. 
Mr. Saphin has visited Plymouth before, and we hope 
to hear that he has had good meetings.

The Secular Society, Limited will issue shortly a work 
by Mr. Alan Handsacre dealing with the revenues of 
religion. The work will deal with the question of tithes, 
the sources of the Church’s revenues, and the general 
evils and injustices of an Established Cliureli. It is 
largely historical and so should be useful to all. The 
book will be published at is. in paper and 2s, 6d. cloth.

Reason, the organ of the Rationalistic Association of 
India, reprints as a special supplement our “ Views and 
Opinions ”  for December 27, dealing with “  War and the 
Churches.”  We note that the January number did not 
appear owing to there not being time to make a statutory 
declaration before a magistrate. We do not know the 
nature of the declaration required, but these kind of 
things make us realize that the war was really fought 
on behalf of the liberties of peoples.

We hope that those who wish some alteration of the 
B.B.C. Sunday programme will keep up their protests 
both to the B.B.C. and to the public press. The latest 
example of the deliberate lying— there is no use mincing 
matters in this case—in the intei-ests of the Churches is 
contained in a recent letter to Mr. S. Clowes, in reply to 
a request for an alternative programme. The B.B.C. 
replies :—

There is no present intention of changing Sunday 
programmes . . . The demand for broadcasting on that 
day of the week is so small as to be virtually negligible 
. . . Our 8 p.m. religious services make as strong a re
ligious appeal to listeners as does anything that is 
broadcast.

The only truthful statement in this reply is the first. 
The B.B.C. will continue as an organization for preach
ing Christianity on Sunday until the public compels it 
to behave otherwise. The lie is not only plain to every 
licence holder, but is as clumsy a lie as anyone could 
tell. Surely its committee of parsons could inspire a 
more plausible lie than this one. Everyone knows that 
all who can reach the Continent on Sunday do so, with 
comparatively few exceptions. The makers of gramo
phone records—the Decca, H.M.V., etc.— reserve their 
broadcasts for Sunday, send their representatives to 
Paris anil other continental stations because, as they 
avow 011 Sunday they can reach the larger number of 
British listeners. The B.B.C. declines the test of a 
canvas in order to make clear what it is that people 
want. All it can do is to mouth the miserable false
hood that there is no demand for a change, when the 
larger number of newspapers are denouncing the Sunday 
programme as a public scandal, and l'efusc to put the 
question to the tost of canvassing those who provide its 
revenue. Its character is truly Christian.

lS lc Annual Conference of the National Secular 
j . 1 u t.V will take place this year on Whit-Sunday, May 
be’r at Manchester. Secretaries of Branches, and mem- 

 ̂ are reminded that all motions for the Conference
a, *}da must reach the General Secretary not later than APnl 2_ J

s. ,a-®t Loudon Freethinkers and friends wishing to 
H ?n(1 a happy evening should attend the West Ham 
Po^H’s Social in the Earlliam Hall, Earlham Grove, 

U_st Gate, London E., on Saturday, March 12. A 
m 'Mamine of dances, games, songs, etc., has been 
Iui:ll!g«l, and all will receive a hearty welcome. Ad- 
0, ,S1°U is free, and proceedings will commence at 7

c °ck prompt.

*uvitation of the Metropolitan Secular Society, 
jp , H. Rosetti will speak in the City of London 
- J e ■ 107 York Road, Camden Town, London, N.7., at 
j».,° P-m. to-day (Sunday) on “ The God Men of Science 

Uleve in.”

Fifty-seven persons were admitted as members at the 
last monthly meeting of the Executive, and a new Branch 
of the »Society formed at Stockport. This was an ex
cellent “  hag,”  and we hope to see it repeated each 
mouth. We may take the glad tidings as occasion for 
reminding those to whom the information is necessary 
that all subscriptions from existing members were due 
on January 1, and that the financial year closes in 
March. We should like to see this year a record for 
subscriptions, as it has been for new members. We trust 
that this hint will be enough for 11s to hear that the 
year’s accounts have been satisfactorily closed.

Liverpool reports a good meeting on Sunday last, on 
the occasion of Mrs. Venton’s first lecturing visit to the 
Branch. Her subject was “  Religion and Woman.” The 
hall was comfortably filled, and Mrs. Venton’s good 
humoured and pointed replies to questions and opposi
tion gave much satisfaction to those present. Hopes 
were expressed for a return visit.
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The Daily Telegraph is among the best of the London 
dailies, and, of course, very much superior in its 
general outlook to papers such as the Express, the Mail, 
the Herald and the News-Chronicle. But where religion 
is concerned there is not much to choose between any of 
them. There the instrument of repression is in full 
play. Thus, Dr. W. W. Hardwicke sends us a copy of a 
letter which was refused insertion by the Telegraph. 
The letter was a very courteous protest against legisla
tion in Parliament in favour of enforced Sabbatarianism, 
apropos of a Bill at present before the House of Com
mons. Had it been a letter from some obscure and 
ignorant bigot dwelling upon the possibility of “  God’s 
anger ”  the letter would have been inserted. We would 
not, of course, accuse the Editor of the Telegraph of being 
himself a bigot, any more than we would bring the 
accusation against any of the other Editors of the Lon
don papers. It is a question of circulation, and there 
are far more of Carlyle’s “  mostlies ”  in the population 
than of any other class.

Criticism and the Bible.

IV .— T he F lood.

T he Biblical legend of the flood, like that of creation, 
is also clearly recognisable as a medley of different 
mythical traditions. For some time past, Biblical 
criticism has succeeded in distinguishing at least two 
accounts of the flood, an Elohistic1 and a Yahwistic,2 
be., one account in which God is spoken of as 
Elohim and in the other as Yahwe. Again, in the 
Elohistic report we read that “  two of every sort,”  a 
male and a female, were taken into the ark, while in 
the Yahwistic text “  clean beasts ”  arc distinguished 
from those “  that are not clean,”  and of the clean 
beasts as well as of the birds, as many as “  seven ”  3 
of each sort were admitted into the ark. Further, in 
the Elohistic account, the flood originates from 
another cause than that alleged in the Yahwistic 
narrative. In the first case, “  were all the fountains 
of the great deep broken up and the windows of 
heaven were opened,”  and the rising of the flood en
dured for one hundred and fifty days. On the other 
hand, the Yahwistic legend knows only of rain as the 
cause; and “  the rain was upon the earth forty days 
and forty nights.”  Finally, in the first account the 
abatement of the flood takes, according to the custom
ary reckoning, five and a half months, while in the 
second account it takes only twenty-one days.

As a rule, the Biblical critics rest contented after 
they have reduced this legend of the flood to two re
ports. It is, nevertheless, easy to demonstrate that 
neither of those accounts are themselves unitary. 
Each of them contains quite different ingredients. The 
only doubt is whether this mixture is due to the 
amalgamation of certain fixed writings, or whether it 
took place— which is most likely— before the time of 
writing, when the legends about the flood still circu
lated in the form of oral traditions.

Let us take one example only of this-intermixture 
of different ingredients— an example from the Elo
histic report.

In this report, it says that the deluge began in the 
six lmndreth year of Noah’s age and on the seven
teenth day of the second month of the same.'1 The 
flood rose for one hundred and fifty days and then 
began to abate, so that on the seventeenth day of the 
seventh month, that is, after the beginning of the

1 Genesis vi. 13-22; vii. 6-9, 11, 13, 15Jl, 18-21, 24; viii. 
a'/, 3li-5. 13-19; ix. 1-17.

3 The intermediate parts of Ch. vi, from v. 5, up to the 
conclusion of Ch. viii. 

a The sacred Hebrew number.
* Genesis, vii. n.

flood, the ark came to rest on Ararat.® Still, it 
not until the first day of the six hundred and fa5 
year of Noah’s life that the waters dried up and ‘ 1 e 
face of the ground was dry.”  c

The rise of the flood lasted accordingly five month5 
or one hundred and fifty days. The month 15 
reckoned at thirty- days. That corresponds to 1>e 
solar-year reckoning as we find it, for example, amont 
the old Canaanites and Egyptians, since those people5 
reckoned the solar year as consisting of twejV 
months of thirty days, and then at the close addei 
five supplementary days— in all three hundred aI1( 
sixty-five days. But the Hebrews reckoned accoU 
ing to the lunar year of three hundred and fifty-f°l". 
days (six months of thirty days and six months 0 
twenty-nine days) and, later, in order to equalw£ 
their lunar reckoning with the solar reckoning, ^  
inserted at definite periods of time a leap-month- 
For this purpose of equalization, eleven days n’Gc 
added, thus making three hundred and sixty-five 111
all.

The calculation, therefore, of five months of °|1C 
hundred and fifty days is not of Hebrew origin. i*'1;! 
further, another five and a half months ensue unti 
finally on the first day of the six hundred and fir5t 
year of Noah’s life, the new period in the earth5 
history begins. The duration of the flood was accord' 
ingly ten and a half months.

In addition to this reckoning, there is still anothc1 

inserted in the Elohistic text. According to this, ll 
was only on the first day of the tenth month that the 
“  tops of the mountain ”  were visible;7 and only °" 
the twenty-seventh day of the second month of tllC 
six hundred and first year of Noah’s life, that th£ 
earth was dried.8 The flood, therefore, endured f01 
twelve months (according to Hebrew reckoning 
days) and eleven days— in all three hundred aI1< 
sixty-five days, or exactly a solar year.

It is expressive of the character of the thcologica 
exegesis of the Bible, that however deep the etym0' 
logical analysis, it does not recognize this and other 
intermixtures of disparate legends or parts of legends- 
That is a consequence of the theological view that the 
two or three singled-out reports of the older parts of 
Genesis, represent separate and self-contained trah15 
of thought instead of each being, as it actually is, a 
number of different sorts of locally-coloured popifi^ 
traditions. It has struck one or two exegetists thsf 
there is a contradiction between Ch. viii, v. 13, aim 
Ch. viii, v. 14, but they are unable to see the bad5 
of this contradiction. They have nothing to offer a5 
an explanation other than the assertion that the con
tradiction is due to a lack of accuracy in two differed 
systems of reckoning. But, in reality, three system5 
of reckoning are clearly indicated in the texts.

There are still more important questions whid1 
have to be considered in the course of a scientific 
critique of the religious history of the Hebrews, sud1 
as, for example : how far there is reflected in tbe 
legends of the Old Testament quite definite ideas 
God and his relation to man; to what stage in the evo
lution of religion they belong, and how far they haVe 
a universal character for the history of religion of 
are only particular phenomena belonging to a cef' 
tain people and territory. But, unfortunately, sud1 
questions do not exist for the theologically disposed 
critics of the Bible. They believe that the main wo:* 
is done when they have dissected the texts, a work 
which is only a kind of re-arranging or sorting 
labour.

5 Genesis viii. 4. 
r’ Genesis viii. 13. 
7 Genesis viii. 5. 
* Genesis viii. 14.
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Quite a number of them remain content with a com
parison between the Biblical reports of the deluge and 
| le Chaldean verse discovered, in 1872, by the well- 
known Assyriologist, George Smith (the cuneiform 
account belongs to the seventeenth century n.c., but 
tlle text is much older), and with showing how closely 
the Biblical account of the flood is connected with the 
Babylonian myth.” Some of them raise the question
°( °rigin and significance of the Chaldean stoi> 
of the flood.

But even by the more “ rationalist”  critics, the idea 
' *at the myth has a historical background, that it is 
i1” enlarged and exaggerated account of an event that 
«ad occurred in far off times, that there is the recol- 
ection of an actual flood underlying the legend, is 

'ejected, often without any investigation, since such 
An investigation offends their idealistic mode of 
'bought and contradicts their a priori dogma that 
'nyths must be explained out of the consciousness of 
!hc “ naive children of Nature.”  Instead of study- 
!?£ '■ his consciousness as we find it represented in the 
°°d myths of different primitive peoples (there are 

hundreds of such myths), and seeking to find out 
'' ‘at underlies those conceptions, they try to put 
'uniselves in the place of the naive man of Nature, 

attempting to eliminate from their minds the re- 
s'nts of their modern university education they do 
hot succeed, of course— and then questioning how 

'air naive consciousness would be able to acquit e a 
inception of an immense flood. And the more phen- 
0l"enal their powers of imagination are, the more 
amazing is the hoteh potch which they present for in- 
l''actual consumption.

As an example of the kind of thing which is dished 
l'b V  superficial speculation, take the following sum- 
"'arized argum ent:

Man, in early times, contemplated the mystery of 
1 e> of death and resurrection, in conjunction with 
he course and fate of the moon. Every four weeks, 
'e nroon is swallowed up by the sun. It happens

i!lth the
tc Ul.e ln the winter. But, ever and anon, the moon 
its V tSelf 0̂0se from the evil enemy and begins anew 
ev> 1 C0Urse. It is the hero who arises anew out of 
aisei'’ extinction with re-juvenated beauty. And pre- 
sjc] ,J 1,1 the moment when it appears, it presents a 
Ul'dcr °ri^e<l aspect. It was not surprising that 

"acuip

moon every month, as it happens with all

such circumstances it should impress the naive
tired man as a ship which sailed over the

‘tt'enly ocean, and that carried as its cargo the seeds 
new ]ife 

Tliof e naivete of early man did not assume this form 
sickl em '"''^'heheadedness. I11 the first place, the 
0f "'Shaped moon is said to have awakened the idea 
Sjc, ,  S*UP- Wonderful! But, as is well known, the 
stai" |.1110011 is usually seen, not lying on its back but 
ian „!U,g ,crect ! Secondly, there is in the Babylon-
ab “"d Biblical flood legends no mention whatever
aCCo a ship, but about a large ark. For such an 
Us nibhshed imagination, however, it is perhaps just 
is s..^  to fancy that the moon is a large ark ! There 

1 lacking a sea on which the ark might float.

of tin/a I®72> °ther discoveries of older Babylonian accounts 
oldest f 00" ’ have* been made. For example, among the 
Ii>lprechtSmentS c°Heclc<l hy the American Professor II. P>. 
hel„ there is “ the oidest version of the Babylonian
gives j ' IT-' aUcl the Temple Bibrarv of Nappur,” which he 
¡nscri lls hook, under tliis title (1910). He estimates the 
S.C. j r ' 01.' as dating hack, approximately, to the year 2200 
fr°ln , .0 ls, also, of the opinion that the report descends 
Se>tiitioVSumerian anh is nothing but a translation into the 
oldest fi 'i,b-v]oniar>. It is worthy of note, too, that also this 

 ̂ 00<} story traces the flood back, not to the continuous 
Naples ’ *'bl' 'he flood legends of almost all island and coast 

si to the rising of the water out of the sea.

But that, too, is a mere trifle for modern naivete. The 
sea is very soon supplied. The air is simply thought 
of as water, the airy firmament as an ocean. And 
since this naive child of Nature has now got properly 
into his imaginative stride, he has no difficulty in 
thinking the other ingredients of the legend !

Thus the problem is solved ! But it is rather unfor
tunate that in most of the hundreds of flood myths, 
no boat, ship or ark is to be found! Those who 
escape drowning are saved— where there is any men
tion made of survivors— by reaching high mountains, 
or cliffs, and by finding a secure refuge in rocky 
caves or holes; or they have been caught up and 
borne to a place of safety by a god, who is often 
thought of as an eagle, vulture, raven, etc.

In the second place, there is lacking in four-fifths 
of the legends of floods, the conception of a heavenly 
ocean, of a great billowy water-waste above. The 
flood does not take place on account of rain, but 
through the rise of masses of water out of large rivers 
or seas; and in many cases this inundation is traced 
back to the outbreak of a great cyclone or to an 
earthquake. Especially in the flood stories of the 
peoples on the west coast of America, the inundation 
is described as a consequence of volcanic phenomena.

Many of these flood legends are nothing but exag
gerated recollections of earlier inundations. But not 
in all cases. Tt is often easy to recognize that several 
creation myths have clashed together and have con
joined in such a way, that one is regarded as the first 
creation of the world, and the other as a later, new 
creation. The old earth has sunk beneath the flooded 
waters frequently as the result of a struggle between 
rival gods, between one god of creation and another 
and later god. Not infrequently in these legends it 
happens that all men perish as well, and the new god 
creates an entirely new earth. It is not difficult to 
understand how it comes about, as has been observed 
in Central America and in the middle regions of 
the Cordilleras, in South America, that in adjoining 
territories those creation-legends present themselves 
in different stratified orders. What is for one people 
the first creation, is for another a later creation which 
took place only after the flood; and conversely. 
There are also many tribes that know not only of one 
but of two, three and even four destructions and re
creations of the world.

But this is a quite different interpretation of folk
lore from that of the uncritical Bible critics. To reach 
it, we have to abandon the theological, subjective and 
idealistic standpoint, for the ethnological, historical 
and materialistic standpoint.

W . C raiic.

More Light on Prophecy.

A  YEAR or two back, I took some pains to examine a 
Christadelphian pamphlet entitled The Bible and 
Modern Scepticism. It was by Mr. Islip Collyer and 
purported to be a calm and reasoned reply to the 
“  sceptic ”  who disbelieved the Bible and in par
ticular the “  prophecies.”  Now if one wanted to 
answer every type of Christian who urged “  testi
mony the unbeliever never faces ”  (one of Mr. 
Collyer’s pet phrases), we should require space enough 
to fill the Freethinker for many months to come— or 
we could dismiss the lot with a sniff of contempt. 
(Incidently, that is all most of this kind of balder
dash ought to get). Unfortunately, new readers to 
this journal come along and find that some of the 
weird claims of believers never or rarely get re
ferred to here and imagine it is because we either have 
overlooked them or did not know them or never 
answered thorp pf even could not if we tried.



In my own case, so anxious have I been to get at 
“  both sides,”  that I have wasted years of valuable 
time tracking down the nonsense put forward by 
dozens of Christian sects as the only “  Gospel ”  
truth, and I have in almost every case wondered 
whether mental abberation could go further. Give 
me a straightforward genuine Christian, Anglican, 
Roman, or even Nonconformist and I know where I 
am. They take the usual meaning given to English 
words in the Authorized Version of the Bible liter
ally, they are ready to believe that black is white, 
because “  the Bible or the Church tells me so,”  they 
have unbounded faith in God’s Holy Word or Our 
Blessed Saviour, and I reply— for God’s sake, leave 
’em alone. Most of them are quite unable to think 
rationally, and until they do, it is nearly impossible 
to approach them. Silly as they are, however, they 
are miles better off than believing members of some 
extraordinary sects which Christianity has given 
birth to. Very rarely can one detach a matured 
adult from the parent body and really, do we want 
most of them with us? After all, a man must think 
for himself, must read for himself and above all, 
ponder on what he has read. A  great deal of our 
literature is not food for babes. It is written by men 
who have themselves gone the difficult road of un
belief and who often feel, after years of study, how 
little they know. The believer who finds all the 
world’s knowledge and wisdom in the Bible, who can 
answer every query by. “  God did it,”  and who is 
satisfied with this kind of thing, is really better with 
his believing friends.

A  lady recently sent a copy of Mr. Collyer’s pam
phlet to us and wants a reply. But why? If this 
journal is carefully read, and such a fine compendium 
of “  infidelity ”  as Foote’s Bible Handbook is care
fully studied, nearly everything urged by Mr. 
Collyer will be found answered by anticipation.

The dispersion of the Jews “  foretold ”  in Deuter
onomy, and the prophecy of Jesus “  foretold ”  by 
Isaiah are the rocks upon which Mr. Collyer builds 
and of course they are impregnable. Daniel’s mar
vellous reckoning of the time of “  Messiah, the 
Prince ”  is also put forward as is “  the hand of God 
in our own days ” — which means the Jews are back 
in their own pet Holy Land and so on. Mr. Collyer 
takes ninety-eight pages in detailing all this and 
more, and punctuates his exposition with such gems 
of sparkling wisdom as these: —

Our reason yields to the evidence that the Bible 
is inspired of God. The sceptic as a rule will not 
properly listen while we unfold the evidence of 
reason . . .  It is not in the least degree more diffi
cult to believe in an intelligent living First Cause 
than a blind unconscious force . . . Even the late 
Mr. Charles Bradlaugh, while calling himself an 
Atheist, did not deny the existence of God . . .  I do 
not suppose, however, that one intelligent sceptic in 
a thousand would suggest that the early Christians 
were liars . . . Open your Bible at the 53rd of 
Isaiah. Remember that this is a part of Jewish 
.Scripture . . . Remember that the Jews reject and 
hate Jesus and that their fathers pierced him . . . 
"When an unbeliever attempts a reply to the pro
phetic argument, he almost invariably makes a 
tacit admission of its force by the nature of his 
attack. . . .

But really is it worth while to quote more? This 
kind of empty balderdash impresses some people—  
either the wholehearted believer or the “ intelligent”  
sceptic, but may heaven save me from such a fate!

Personally I read books like Islip Collyer’s in a 
maze of wonderment. Can he really believe that the 
Bible in its pristine purity as we have it in the 
Authorized Version, came straight from God, contra
dictions, prophecies, atrocities, immoralities and all? 
Did God really write most of it, in the first place, in

good Biblical Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek exact } ^ 
in our manuscript versions? Did he really f°rse<V_ 
foretell the dispersion of the Jews exactly as ^ 
cribed in Deuteronomy and reproduced (in Par ^ 
Mr. Collyer? Did he really inspire Isaiah aDt  ̂
other prophets, hundreds of years before his bir < . 
write about Jesus as the veritable sou of Go 
our Lord and Saviour? . uS

On page 28 of his pamphlet, Mr. Collyer g1̂ * 
some of the “  prophecies’ ’ from Deuteronomy. C 1 

e have had these “  prophecies ”  îur1\ei-ng. 
us ad lib from gallant Christians ever since 1 , 
debt}' reared its ugly head.”  But Mr. Collyer V. 
the other Christians always miss out the real ge  ̂
Why don’t they begin at the beginning? If 
betting man, I would wager any odds that the ’’’ r 

sceptics who are impressed by Air. Co 1

be

ter 28.

Hgcnt . n
never take up the Bible themselves and read exa  ̂
what was written. They take his word that 
is correctly quoting. It ’s a fatal mistake for Ch 
ter 28 is one huge curse— if the Jews don’t b
God’s commandments. And a most amusing 
it is. God never minces matters but, really, 
about “  getting it in the neck ”  ! What does 
Writ sav : —

cun
albta!

Ho1»'

uiit0
thee . . . Thy heaven that is over thy head shall 
brass . . . The Lord will smite thee with the bo 1 ̂  
of Egypt and with the emerods and the scab flI1 
with the itch whereof thou caust not be healed

The Lord shall make the pestilence cleave  ̂ ^

ltd*
of Egypt and with the emerods and the scab a”

The madness and blindness . . . Thou slialt beir'  ̂
a wife and another man shall lie with her . . • I'®1 
ox shall be slain before thine eyes and thou S*13 j 
not eat thereof . . . The Lord shall bring thee a"‘i 
thy King which thou shalt set over thee uflt°
nation u'hieh neither thou nor thy fathers have

1

1$

n<l

known; and thou shalt serve other gods, wood a|1 
stone . . .

And so on. How beautiful is this holy language 
it not? But would you believe it, Mr. Collycr 
not quote these things. He commences a little lale 
on and, for the life of 111c, I can’t see why one pr° 
phccy isn’t as good as another; except, of course, ’C 
selection has not been fulfilled. The Jews do" 
have the itch or the botch any more than anyb0<■ 
else, and they don’t “ serve”  other gods, whetb6 
wood or stone. Mr. Collyer’s brothers and sisb‘p 
in Christ do though, and I ’ll take him any time *’c 
likes and show him where.

The fact is the “  prophecies ”  in Deuteronomy a" 
other places in the Old Testament about the Jews a,c 
things written after the first break-up of t,lCf 
Kingdoms of Israel and Judah, and are the kind 
writings Ezra and his fellow priests found it nccessab' 
to frighten their followers with, in order to kec1’ 
them to the faith. The Old Testament in the f011'! 
we have it, is a late redaction of old legends a"'J 
myths, and the idea that it contains the Hand 0 
God is a liopelessly antiquated fallacy. Even pi0’1” 
Jews are forced to admit Ezra wrote it, and their V  
sumption that Ezra simply put down from memo1' 
(or was guided by God himself) every letter and W°r< 
contained in a previous Bible is simply assump*’0,1! 
and nothing else. As for the prophecies of “ Chris4’ 
in the Old Testament, Jews have consistently den'e< 
every one of them and any impartial reader ml1̂  
agree with them. The plain and sufficient answer 
the following : when the early drafts or collection 0 
the supposed sayings of Jesus were put together, s"'r 
sequent editors felt it necessary to add details of tl'c 
“  life ”  of Jesus. As there w ere no materials whs1' 
ever for such a life, they took details of Messia1’5 
from the Jewish prophets and worked them up in 
gospels. As, however, the gospels were constant*' 
worked upon even these details got a bit mixed ai 
anyone can find out for himself if only he will study' 
the prophecies and the gospels together and not tflkc
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isai ? 0llyer’3 vvord- What is the good of quoting
 ̂ ^  tllO pffor>f flioi- f Hi« ti n ft 1 n i/M-riioi* omn 11 _, *he effect that “ he hath no former eomli- 

jn, ,, "hett Luke says “ the grace of God was upon 
’ °r that “ there is no beauty that we should

ness’
him
deshe him when Luke says he “ increased in wisdomXylllvc aay» Ilk- JLIlV-l V_rtOkA l 111 VVIOUOJU
¡s (| S aturo>” or that “ as a sheep before her shearers 
s Uan> so he openeth not his mouth,”  when John 
soine l*6 answered Pilate and the Chief priests at 
these êngth? One could go on and examine
fleet' 3n<̂  similar “  prophecies,”  but “  time is 
on ,!11S and hfe is short.”  Why waste more space 

e irnhecilities of Mr. Collyer and his like ?
H. Cutner.

Correspondence.

to the E ditor of thb “ F reethinker.”

Si T H E  t h i n g  i n  i t s e l f .

haras' '̂ave heen greatly perturbed by visions of 1 
tjVe Sed Editor being distracted from important produc- 
hibut'°r̂  metaphysical meanderings of a con
t-'oh (*r With a hee in his bonnet. It is entirely Mr 
ism !!s hudt, however. If he had not written Material-

stated I should not have been induced to follow- 
ri Problems lie so lucidly sketched therein.

,1:, s > on a question of fact. Nowhere in my article 
This- / ay Berkeley denied m ind  as “  thing-iu-itself.”

log ê hoii of “  qualities ”  give us all we need, or can

*P the

iiia T ’s uThis ■ -
'Ws’ n°r,me> ’s beside the point; which is as follows :
c°nce substance,”  as I defined it, exist? i.e., does the

qualities. In a word, quality-groups are temporary, and 
dependent on formations ; whereas substance is self-ex
istent datum. And we are back with the old Greeks.

This is the only substance I want. Never in any 
irticle have I championed a substance “ absolutely dis
tinct from anything in our consciousness,”  a position 
which Mr. Cohen again demolishes in his rejoinder. On 
the contrary, I said (p. 122), “  All the time we are deal
ing with what enters into consciousness, and what we 
infer to exist independent of consciousness.”  If this 
should transpire to be a dispute over terms, it goes to 
prove the importance of a fixed terminology.

G. H. T a ylo r .

[I have space for but a few words of comment on the 
above. (1) If Mr. Taylor does not champion a “ substance” 
absolutely distinct from anything in our consciousness, then 
I confess I do not understand him, since it is certain that 
all we know in consciousness is not distinct from conscious
ness. (2) I do not know how known qualities can exist 
apart from our consciousness. Heat is an unfortunate illus
tration since that clearly does not exist in the absence of a 
sentient organism. (3) Mr. Taylor’s words were “  accord
ing to Berkeley . . . there is nothing in itself ”  apart from 
the qualities we perceive. Berkeley’s position is that the 
qualities exist because of a thing in itself, which is mind = 
God. (4) It is the conception of a synthesis of qualities 
that give us all we need, and which properly understood 
supplies us with categories of “ objective ” and “ subjec
tive,” and dispenses with the inconceivable “  substance ” 
which is a legacy from a pre-scientific metaphysic, and 
absolutely useless from any point of view. For the rest T 
can only suggest to Mr. Taylor a re-reading of pp. 47-56 of 
my Materialism Re-stated, where he will find my position 
set forth as clearly as I can state it.—C.C.]

s t a b l y  employ also the conception of "  sub- 
tl1;it C ‘ In  affirming that we can, I am affirming 
in s R a tio n a l effects are effects of external formations 
"lui-," ‘slancei i.e., they relate to qualities; and further- 

’ }hese qualities qualify substance, 
where in my ailicle did I say (or I hope, infer) 

ip lejc  was a table over and above the aggregate of 
of {pities. What I assert is, that that localized group 
c i t i e s  “ out there”  exists independent of being per- 

r' ^ r- Cohen says (pp. 17, 18), if we take away 
lie eh-1Ce'.Ved qualities there is nothing left. Noting that 
nre aiuPioned the Berkeley an position (to the point we 
PerCg°nsi'lering), I take it that he means qualities as 

Here I differ, and assert that qualities can 
'vlic-n n°t perceived. We infer that heat existed
Vit4u Sous_e'°fgans did’nt ; and thus heat existed by 
'' sm. ds effects, not on nervous systems, but on 
the ,VJundiug fields.”  Qualities are not annihilated in 
Sfilai -S tr.Ce Cieir appearances to 11s. They are ex

depend on being perceived at the present

lie (j0'ct Cohen agrees with this or he doesn’t. If 
ho avts.a>t (i-e., if he remains Berkeleyan) then how can 
liis ' °'d Berkeley’s God who accommodates events in 
(> r CrcePtion when our backs are turned ? If, liow- 
’n>nd. 'C d°es agree that qualities are external and not 

(i.e., if he does recant the Berkeleyan 
Tialip11, ^len b° may still wish to assert that, given 
1 dis?'CS,' '•here is no need for substance; and from this 
«Rn ^

they precede and endure being known ; whereas

metía
ll°«ai

'Â n * am using three postulates ; viz. (a) phen- 
Hocalized groups of qualities), (b) their scusa-- r -̂--- --- >1  /

Uiid ;. ts when confronted with nervous systems
Q

(s:ai|,Ple«\’a
0,S-ftheir c°mmon bedding, substance.

1 les conic and go, but substance persists. For
ize ' , ’ We can “  take away ”  the qualities of a tree 

«hi ¿l)t,,ape’ ctc0 by chopping it up or burning it, and 
buVe ,a.Ul ^le qualities of tables, chairs, and smoke. We 
j’bsê , Xcbufiged old qualities for new. But we have 
* he s. ' a calculable, causal sequence in the process. 
' tar,j0 (which constituted “ tree” now constitutes
'¡Ualitig. . "  sm°he,”  etc. What has persisted? Tree- 
ffou 0p s havn’t, and thus I claim a use for the concep 

SllhstSU,lstm,ce’ which I defined as self-existent.
’kular ailCe takes forms, each form behaving in a par- 
^ «liti";amier (*•£■ , each form being a special group of 
flwiour '. Change of form results in change of be- 

fnn , e”  arrival of new qualities). These forms 
11 * of substance : substance is qualified by

ROBERT TAYLOR AND HIS CRITICS.
S ir ,— I must again trespass on your space in deal

ing with the letter of Mr. Howell Smith in your last 
issue. Let me at once assure him that I am always con
scious of my limitations, but as my object when writing 
was to rescue the name of Robert Taylor from a little of 
the depreciation to which he has been subjected, I 
fancy that when it comes to a question of a knowledge 
of the history of Freethought, “ limitations ”  appears to 
be a very' charitable term to apply to Mr. Howell Smith’s 
learning in that direction. In a very few years Taylor, 
who ought to have impressed Mr. Smith because of his 
many academic qualifications, wrote three masterpieces 
of controversy, The Diegesis, Syntagma, and the Devil's 
Pulpit, dealing respectively with the Christian origins, 
general Biblical controversy, arid the astronomical theory 
of Christian origins. And one of these books was written 
during the three years he spent in prison for blasphemy. 
Mr. Smith is under no obligation to study these three 
books, or to understand them, but it is a help when one 
writes about their author— even in inferred criticism.

Mr. Howell Smith’s parade of his academical qualifica
tions does not move me, for I have noted that academic 
qualifications do not always run with intelligent appre
ciation of a subject. Mr. Smith supplies an unconscious 
illustration of this when he says that as he passed an 
examination in Latin he ought to know how Latin is 
pronounced. Probably, only the point at issue was how 
Latin was pronounced 2,000 years ago, and that is a 
point on which modern scholars are at variance. And I 
certainly did not say, nor did I think that the Latin 
word “  Marc ”  was pronounced like the English word 
“  Mary.”  But the assumption was necessary to inform 
us that Mr. Howell Smith had been taught Latin. So it 
served its purpose.

Mr. Smith does not recognize Miss Yonge or Madame 
Blavatsky which disposes of them. He also disagrees 
with Mr. J. M. Robertson—who agrees with me—and 
that removes him. I regret the elimination of Mr. 
Robertson, because many have thought him to be of 
much service to the student of Christian origins, and as 
for the other two I did not quote them as authorities, but 
merely to show that the views expressed by Taylor 
were shared by others, and if Mr. Smith had taken the 
trouble to consult the two ladies he would have seen 
that they do not claim to be “  authorities,”  but do cite 
numerous accepted authorities in support of what they 
say. I refrain from citing other authorities now lest
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they should also fall under Mr. Smith’s displeasure, and 
so forfeit status. I was rash enough to send curious 
readers to the three writers cited who wished to follow 
the subject further, but that is all.

I must again insist that Astarte is Venus as any reader 
can find for himself, while the article in the Biblica 
actually does endorse many of the meanings given to 
“  Marian ”  (Mary) by Taylor. Mr. Robertson’s whole 
point is that Mary and the mythic Maries are “  variants 
of a mother-goddess name generally current in the East” 
that is good enough for Mr. Robertson— and for me.

I am afraid Mr. Smith does not understand the point 
about Hebrew. He thinks that because the characters 
on the Moabite Stone are supposed to be allied to 
Hebrew, that proves that Hebrew was in early times a 
spoken language, as against my suggestion that it was 
originally nothing more than a priestly language. For 
his benefit I suggest that even a priestly language 
usually has affinities to other languages. But if Mr. 
Howell Smith thinks that a sacred language must be a 
dead language, on the lines of Latin and the Catholic 
Church, I would like to set him a problem nearer home. 
No one disputes that Bible English is English. But I 
should be delighted and instructed if he could tell me at 
what time Bible English was ever spoken or written by 
the English people.

I again thank Mr. Smith for reminding me of my 
limitations— although I was already very conscious of 
them. If I have said anything that will lead him to a 
better appreciation of Taylor and the important dis
tinction between mere scholarship and an intelligent 
appreciation of fundamental questions, I shall have done 
something to repay my debt. H . C utner.

[If either Mr. Cutner or Mr. Howell Smith desires to 
pursue the subject further, we must request them both to 
be as brief as possible, and to dispense with their opinions 
of each other, which however interesting to themselves is 
not quite so attractive to the general reader.—Ed., Free
thinker.']

S ir ,— The correspondence in the Freethinker and the 
irrelevant attitude adopted by a correspondent deploring 
that certain Freethinkers are “  badly equipped ” for 
their task of writing upon Christianity and make them
selves “  foolish in the eyes of scholarly m en” exhibits 
a tone of superiority in excess of the statement.

It is very fortunate for the Freetliouglit Movement, 
that the Freethinkers of the past (often working men) 
were not afraid of making themselves “  foolish in the 
eyes of scholarly men.”  The scholarly men who were 
Freethinkers in their drawing-rooms, while those who 
were badly equipped for their task were “  doing time ” 
in the cause of Freethought.

Of all the species of foolishness characteristic of poor 
humanity I should think erudite foolishness is the 
worst. The foolishness of a peripatetic philosopher, a 
medievalist of unrivalled learning, who "  to-day ”  be
lieves in the “  witches sabbat,”  a modern scientist who 
believes in spiritualism or the educated buffoons who 
call themselves theologians.

Thank God! the Freethinker and the Secular Society 
have never shooed down their followers because they 
were not scholarly men, and it is to be hoped they never 
w ill! R obert F. T urn ey .

National Secular Society.

R eport or E xecutive M eeting hei.d F ebruary 26, 1932. 
T he President, Mr. C. Cohen, in the Chair.

Also present: Messrs. Moss, Clifton, Silvester, Easter- 
brook, Preece, McLaren, Sandys, Mrs. Quinton, Junr., 
Mrs. Venton, Miss Kough, and the Secretary.

A number of apologies for unavoidable absence were 
read. Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted, 
monthly financial statement passed. New members were 
admitted as follows : Plymouth, Fulham and Chelsea, 
Cardiff, Birkenhead, Hants and Dorset, Sunderland, 
Paisley, Bradford, Liverpool, Stockport, South London, 
West Ham, Australia Branches, and the Parent Society. 
Permission was given for the formation of a new Branch

at Stockport. Reports concerning Liverpool, fi'nnin*~ 
ham, Manchester Branches, and lectures at Pattcl'\, 
Glasgow, Fulham, also Annual Dinner and Confere 
details were submitted. Arrangements for Su® 
Season propaganda, and preliminaries for the CB 
Bradlaugh Centenary were discussed.

R. H. RoSETTi,
General Secretarŷ

SUNDAY L E C T U B E  NOTICES, Etc'

LONDON.
OUTDOOR. ^

F ueham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (comer of Sbor*0c 
Road, North End Road) : 7.30, Messrs. F. Day ftD 
Tuson. ., at

North L ondon Branch N.S.S.—A meeting will bf bcC£q 
White Stone Pond, Hampstead, near the Tube Station 
Sunday morning at 11.30 a.m. Speaker to-day Mr. L- E j<ti 

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : l2'0Ayjtt' 
B. A. Le Maine; at 3.30 and 6.30, Messrs. Bryant, 
Tuson and Wood. Current Freethinkers can be °b ^  
opposite the Park Gates, on the comer of Edgware 
during and after the meetings.

indoor. ^
South L ondon E thical S ociety (Oliver Goldsmith Sc® 

Peckham Road) : 7.0, Dr. C. W. Saleeby—“ Is there n° P 
like Home?” , ^

South P lace E thical Society (Conway Hall, Re<* 
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, John Katz, B.A.—“ The
Humanity.”

Study Circle (N.S.S. Office, 62 Earringdon Street, P  
Monday, March 7, at 8.0. ^

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (New Morris Hall, 79 ^  
ford Road, Clapham, S.W.4, Hall No. 5, near C'2!̂ „ef 
North Station, Underground) : 7.30, Mr. Allen SB
'Chairman, I.L.P. Divisional Council)—“ Socialist11
Current Events.”  ÿtf j

T he Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall, PetL  1 
Square, W.C.i) : Tuesday, March 8, at 7.0, Rev. H- ]|y 
Major, D.D., F.S.A. (Principal of Ripon Hall, 0*’° 4
“ Modernism as I See it.”  ^

T he Metropolitan Secular Society (City of b°%i 
Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Road, N.7, five 1111 q J  

from the Brecknock) : 7.20, Mr. R. H. Rosetti—“ The 
Men of Science Believe in.”  $

Wembley and District Branch N.S.S. (Zealley’s 
High Road, Wembley) : 7.30, Mr. H. J. Savory'' yf>

Churches and Elementary Education.” Admission 
Questions and discussion.

C ^ l

COUNTRY. 
indoor.

Birm ingh am  B ranch N.S.S. (Bristol .Street , y 
Schools) : 7.0, Mr. C. Smith—‘ The Modernist’s s 
Steller Heavens.” Thursday, March 10, in the ShakeS\.; 
Rooms, 174 Edmund .Street (near Livery Street),
Mr. 0 . Melton—“ Lanti Satano No. 1.” , jp

Birkenhead  (Wirral) Branch N.S.S. (Boilermaker6 ,qji 
Argvle Street, entrance Lorn Street) : 7.0, Sam Cohen 
Chester)—“ An Atheist Looks at Life.” go.

G lasgow Secular Society (City Hall, Albion Street, 0 
Room) : 6.30, Mr. J. Wingate—“ The Metaphy6'.̂
Atheism.” Questions and discussion. Silver collec 1 

E ast L ancashire R ationalist association (28 ^

Street, Burnlev) : 2.30, Debate, “ The Defence of
ifi'

(36 V icto r^ /1
ianity.” Air. IT. Green and Mr. J. T. Clayton.

Hants and Dorset Branch N.S.S. ^
Road, Bournemouth) : 6.30, a Paper will be read 10 
by discussion.

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humb^j. tt 
Gate) : 6.30, Fifty-First Anniversary of the Opening 
Secular Hall. ' g /

L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S. (Transport jtl 
ings, 41 Islington, Liverpool, entrance Christian ®
7.0, Dr. C. H. Ross Carmichael (Liverpool)—A “ 
Current Freethinkers and other literature on sale- g|i!

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Engineers’ Hall, 12? /
olme Road, Manchester) : 3.0, Ben Ainlev—“ Relig11? >' 
the Soviet Union “ Religion and the Class Strug#,- 

Plymouth Branch 
Circus, Hall No. 1) :
Matter?” 7.0, “ The Power of God.”

N.S.S. (Plymouth Chambers, y t

3.0, Mr. E. C. Saphin—“ P°c' '
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' * * *  Branch N.S.9 . (Baker’s Hall, 5 Forbes Place) :
‘ Sq̂ 00, J. B- McLay, M .P .—“ Education and the Future.”
Street) ;Sunderund Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Rooms, Green
U7 ' • 7-o p.m., Mr. T. Brown—“ The Way In, and the Way Out.» ’ .

"arttf c*iRI'AND Branch N.S.S.—Thursday, March 3, at Hell- 
¡a . 1 Square Mission, at 8.0—Debate, “  Evolution or Christ- 

Hr, E. Bell and Mr. J. T. Brighton.
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The Secular Society, Ltd.
C h a i r m a n — CHAPM AN COHEN.

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office: 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4. 
Secretary: R. H. Rosetti.

This Society was formed in 189S to afford legal security to 
the acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the 
Society’s Objects are :—To promote the principle that human 
conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, and not 
upon supernatural belief, and that human welfare in this 
world is the proper end of all thought and action. To pro
mote freedom of inquiry. To promote universal Secular Edu
cation. To promote the complete secularization of the State, 
etc. And to do all such lawful things as are conducive to 
such objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and retain any 
sums of money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any 
person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of 
the Society.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and i 
subsequent yearly subscription of five shillings.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case th„ 
Society should ever be wound up.

All who join the Society participate in the control of it» 
business and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly 
provided in the Articles of Association that no member, as 
such, shall derive any sort of profit from the Society, either 
by way of dividend, bonus, or interest.

The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, one-third of whom retire (by ballot), each year, 
but are eligible for re-election.

Friends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favour in 
their wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords 
in re Bowman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited, in 
1917, a verbatim report of which may be obtained from its 
publishers, the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, makes 
it quite impossible to set aside such bequests.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators : —

I give and bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited,
the sum of £...... free from Legacy Duty, and I direct
that a receipt signed by two members of the Board of 
the said Society and the Secretary thereof shall be a 
good discharge to my Executors for the said Legacy.

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary 
should be formally notified of such bequests, as wills some
times get lost or mislaid. A form of membership, with full 
particulars, will be sent on application to the Secretary, 
R. H. R osetti, 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
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The M ystic Rose
A Study of Primitive Marriage and 
of Primitive Thought in its Bearing 

on Marriage
By

ERNEST CRAWLEY
New Edition, Revised and Enlarged by 

THEODORE BËSTERMAN

Th i s  is the first popular edition of Crawley’s 
epoch-making study of the sex customs 
of primitive peoples. Am ong the many 

important topics are various forms of taboo, 
betrothal and marriage ceremonies, marriage 
by capture, group marriage, bride price and 
gifts, couvade, superstitions about twins, 
christenings, god-parents, mock brides, and 
gods of marriage.

500 pp.; cloth bound, 2s. 6d. net
(by post 2s. 10d.)

Send fo r  Catalogue and free  copy o f  
“  THE LIT E R A R Y  G U ID E " (monthly, 3d .)

London : W A TTS & CO., Johnson's Court, Fleet St., E.C.4
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A Devastating Document,

R ome or  R e a so n ?

A Reply to Cardinal Manning

By Robert G. INGERSOLL

Introductory Preface by H. Cutner.

T H I S is one of the most comprehensive dis
proofs of the Roman Catholic Church ever 
issued. Manning, one of the best Catholic 

controversialists of his day, stated the official case 
for his Church. It is here completely and finally 

demolished.
1

---- ------

Î B L A S V r O N  T R I A h )

I

I Defence of
i
i

Free Speech
i

BEING A

) Three Hours’ Address to the Jury j

i
IN THE

COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH

BEFORE

L O R D  C O L E R I D G E  

On A p ril 24 , 1883,
BY

G .  W .  F O O T E .
W ith H istorical Introduction by H. C utneR 

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

1 \
l t
ì Ì
1 I

(

*
! ”

Ow ing  to the historical importance of the 
categorical laying down of the Common 

Law of Blasphemy by the Lord Chief Justice, 
on the trial of G. W, Foote and W. Ramsay, 
that trial is to-day the leading case wherever 
British law is operative. The great speech of 
G. W. Foote, with its complete survey of the 
whole field, with its fine literary form, its elo
quence and scathing irony, gives the trial first 
place among the numerous trials for blasph
emy that have taken place. The speech 
gained the deserved praise of the Lord Chief 
Justice both during and after the trial. The 
report of this speech has long been out of 
print. It is one ever Freethinker in the king
dom should have by him and every lover of 

free discussion should possess.
Well printed on good paper.
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